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A Junket To Tennessee 


AUSTIN 


The mid-week disclosure 
by Scripps-Howard reporter 
Ernest Bailey of the “junk- 
eting Senators” and _ the 
Texas Eastern Gas Trans- 
mission Company holiday 
plane trip to Tennessee came 
at an awkward time for con- 
servative-big business tax 
forces. This latest Austin in- 
discretion—splashed across 
the front pages of the Hous- 
ton Press, Fort Worth Press 
and El Paso Herald Post— 
involved Lyndon Johnson, 
politically conscious gas 
magnates George and Her- 
man Brown, veteran Austin 
gas lobbyist Ed Clark and 
the four ranking members of 
the state Senate, Dorsey 
Hardeman, William Fly, 
Wardlow Lane, and R. A. 
Weinert. It came at a mo- 
ment when the natural gas 
lobbyists found themselves on 
the defensive for the first time 
this spring as a result of Gover- 
nor Daniel’s blunt attack on the 
Third House in his message to 
the joint session of the new legis- 
lature. 

In his scoop, reporter Bailey 
drew parallels concerning the 
possibility of natural gas taxa- 
tion and the fact that the four 
most influential members of the 
Senate were taking a free trip 
on a gas company plane. Bailey 
reported: “Ironically, while the 
four Texas Senators were flying 
to Tennessee, the Texas Legis- 
lature was hearing Gov. Price 
Daniel point out that Texas 
Eastern had a net profit of some 
$24,918,376 for 1958 on which it 
paid a mere $222,864 franchise 
tax...Reports from Memphis 
say that Sen. Dorsey Hardeman 
and his three Texas colleagues 
were adverse to having their pic- 
tures made next to the Texas Gas 
Transmission plane...Yet those 
four senators, along with 178 
members of the legislature—will 
be voting soon on Gov. Daniel’s 
proposal whether the natural gas 





Four Senators, A Well-Gassed 
Plane, And A Hushed Epilogue 


tax should be revised to call for 
a five per cent of value ‘sever- | 
ance beneficiary’ tax. Natural gas | 
lobbyists — including those for 
Texas Eastern—won’t be happy 
if this bill becomes law... The 
host on the palatial plane for 
the four junketing solons was 
Attorney Ed Clark, considered by 
many as Austin’s No. 1 lobbyist,” 
reported Bailey. 


Senator Johnson also flew into 
Memphis—on armother Texas 
Eastern plane—for the occasion 
which was designed, reported 
Bailey, as a celebration for N. B. 
Hardeman, father of Sen. Harde- 
man. 


Ramsey Irritated 


Lt. Governor Ben Ramsey, as 
sensitive as any man in Austin 
to the political winds that blow 


in the capital, was irritated by 
the whole afiair. Bailey’s story 
noted that Ramsey was “obvi- 


ously disgusted” when Senator 
Crawford Martin of Hillsboro 
rose Monday afternoon to ask 
that. the four Senators be ex- 
cused “on account of important 
business.” When the four had not 
returned in time for Senate roll 
call, Tuesday, Senator Louis 
Crump of San Saba asked they 
be excused. Bailey quoted Ram- 
sey as saying, “I thought that 
ocasion was ended last night.” 


Ramsey himself is not unfami- 
liar with the political sorties of 
Clark and the Brown brothers, 
all of whom have been helpful 
in his past campaigns for Lt. 
Gov. (See Observer issue on 
Lobbyists, May 23, 1955). 


Meanwhile, depending on their 
attitude toward a natural gas 
tax, Austin politicos were grin- 
ning or groaning over a series 





of post-mortem “explanations” 


with which the Houston Press 
staff backstopped Bailey’s story: 

“George Brown, board chair- 
man of Texas Eastern Gas Trans- 
mission Co., said: ‘I don’t know 
a thing about this trip, but I 


| don’t see anything wrong with 


it. I'm sure if those fellows rode 
on one of our planes, it must 
have been going in that direction 
anyway and they just hitched 
a ride. Our planes are for com- 
pany use by our employees, and 
we don’t have them for use by 
public officials.” 

“R. J. Fitzpatrick, public re- 
lations director for Texas East- 
ern, said: ‘All I know is that a 
company plane was checked out 
in Austin yesterday by Mr. Ed- 
ward Clark, one of our attorneys. 
I do not know any of the passen- 
gers who rode in the plane.” 


An Invitation 


“A spokesman for Sen. Lyndon 
Johnson said the senator first 
held commercial reservations but 
he was talking with ‘Mr. Brown’ 
who said he had a plane coming 
up io Washington and invited the 
senator to fly in it as it went 
back home. It was going to stop 
in Memphis anyway for gas. The 
spokesman said commercial time 
schedules were pretty tight so 
Johnson accepted the ride. The 
spokesman said Senator Johnson 
didn’t know whether it was a 
Texas Eastern plane or not. The 
spokesman did not identify ‘Mr. 
Brown.’” 

Bailey quoted Senator Fly as 
saying he merely went along to 
heip Hardeman’s father celebrate 
his 85th birthday and that he 
did not know the plane was 


operated by Texas Eastern. 
Back in Austin, Clark told the 
Observer he checked out the 


company plane, took his wife, 





Sen. Hardeman’s wife i chil- 
dren and the three 
ators. “I have use of 
body else doesn’t 
the company has eigt 
planes for executives and atto. 
neys,” Clark said. He i he did 
not know how Sen. Jol had 
gotten to Memphis from Wash- 
ington until he got back. H 

it was a common pra for 
state officials to ride 1 com- 
pany planes. 
weeks ago, I went 

in a Magnolia plane 
Daniel when they 

Sheraton Hotel.’ 


‘Like Anybody Else’ 


Clark said he wasn’t 
by the story. “I w 
across the street to 
keep it out of the | 
bother about anythin 
fact. Now when they 
thing wrong, that’s 
That story said sometl 
the senators not f 
photographed, why the veren’t 
any photographers 
We got off the plans 
cab, just like anybody el he 
said. Clark added the testimonial 


requ 


>7 Sen- 
+ . 
I niiic 


dinner honoring Sen. Hardeman’s 
father on his 85th birthda was | 
a “fine thing for a grand old 
man. Fhe Governor of Tennessee 
spoke, Senator Gor: <e and 


so did Senator 
were largely preacher nd civic 
leaders at the dinner 


Bailey noted that I 
boys of Houston 
pals in the foundins 
Eastern Transmission Company 


having purchased or f the| 
major pipelines built by the US.| 


government in Wor ’, II 


Sen. Johnson has lo: na 
personal friend of tl} Browns 
and suffered his heart 


a home George Brow! near 


Washington. But the Tex Sen- 
ators were not so willi as Sen. | 
Johnson to be _identif th 


the Browns and Texa 





THE FIRST WEEK 





House Starts On 


AUSTIN 

The first week of the spe- 
cial session gave the Gov- 
ernor a two for three batting 
average in the House on his 
deficit financing program 
and the desks were substan- 
tially cleared for the impend- 
ing fight over the Big One, 
his package plan to under- 
write the next biennium. 


The tax committee gave quick 
approval to the bookkeeping bill 
and the temporary franchise tax 
hike and the House followed up 
with passage both by margins of 
104-20 and 117-9. The third and 
most controversial part of Gov. 
Daniel’s deficit program, the 
abandoned bank accounts bill, 
remained in the tax committee 
after efforts to report it to the 
floor failed by a vote of 7-12. 


The bookkeeping measure will 
slice the $65 million deficit by 
$28 million and the one year 75 
cent hike in the franchise rate 


| would have a version of the bill 





will raise another $17 million. 
The bank bill, if it is sprung from 
the tax committee or added to 
another bill by amendment on 
the house floor, would close the 
remaining $20 million gap in the 
deficit. 


At week’s end, the tax com- 
mittee ran through rapid prelim- 
inaries to the main event, the 
Governor’s $160 million package 
plan to finance added state ex- 
penditures over the next two 
years. The committee Thursday 
heard 17 witnesses voice oppo- 
sition to various sections of the 
half business tax-half selective 
sales tax plan, sponsored in the 
House by Rep. GGeorge Hinson 
of Mineola, Chairman Bo Ramsey 


said he thought his committee 


ready Monday for consideration. 
The conservation tax panel un- 
doubtedly will rewrite portions 





of Daniel’s package pertaining to 


The Tax Solution 


business taxation before report- 
ing it to the floor. 

Due for tough sledding in the 
Carr-appointed tax committee 
are the severance’ beneficiary 
natural gas plan and the new 
allocation formula for computing 
corporate franchise taxes. As 
submitted by Daniel, the revised 
gas tax calls for a two per cent 
reduction in the levy on pro- 
ducers and a new five per cent 


“severance beneficiary” tax on 
the long-line gas transmission 
companies. This ran into stout 


criticism by Lee Hill, chairman 
of the legal committee of Mid- 
Continent Oil and Gas Associ- 
ation, the trade association of the 
major oil companies; F. L. Kuy- 
kendall, lobbyist for Lone Star 
Gas Company; Harry W. Whit- 
tington, Austin lawyer repre- 
senting the Goliad Corporation, 
a natural gas processing com- 
pany; and James T. Cox of the 
Schlumberger Oil Well Survey- 





ing Corporation 
Their comments were 
ally a re-run of prev appear- 
ances before the samé nmittee 
during the regular s¢ 


The interstate all 


“Why a couple of] 


+ 
L t 


Johnsor ‘Lnere 


PRICE OFFER 
SAME PLAN, 
NEW GAS TAX 


AUSTIN 


In an aggressive defense 
of his tax program, Governor 
Price Daniel advanced upon 
out-of-state corporations, 
long line natural gas trans- 
mission companies and their 
lobbyists in an hour long 
speech that called for a 
brand new gas tax reducing 
levies on Texas producers 
and raising them on_ inter- 
| state pipeline companies. 

Addressing the opening of the 

special legislative session, Dan- 
delivered his hardest hitting 
speech as Governor and_ sat 
down to applause from about 
half the legislature and to no ap- 
plause at all from a retinue of 
gas lobbyists in the left side of 
he House gallery. 


To lobbyists he said had 
boasted they could get a sales 
tax “if they wear down the Gov- 
ernor and sweat out the legisla- 
ture with two or three special 
sessions,” Daniel replied he was 
“feeling fine, the members of the 
| legislature look good to me, and 


iel 


| I believe we can stay here just 
|as long as it is necessary to write 
a tax bill which is fairly distrib- 
uted upon the people and the 
| corporations in proportion’ to 


| their ability to pay. 


the Governor's 
is excerpted on 


Highlights of 
| address, which 
page two: 


| 1. Producers have been bear- 
ing the heaviest portion of the 
| natural gas tax load in this State 
long enough ... Is there any rea- 
son why Texas should continue 
to be such easy pickings for the 
gas pipeline companies?” 
2. “Of course you will hear 
the argument that any further 
| tax on gas will increase the 
| price of the product and reduce 
sales and production. That is 
pure bunk we raise more 
tax money each year from cig- 
arettes than we do from gas 
More tobacco can be grown and 
more cigarettes can be made, but 
when the pipelines take away 
| our natural gas, it is gone for- 
| ever. 
3. I remind you that 
a majority of the families in 205 
of your counties have total earn- 
ings of less than $3500 per year 
.nearly 200,000 people without 
|}any jobs at all and 225,000 old- 
| age pensioners who receive not 
more than $60 per month. Family 
incomes are not going up in the 
| same proportion as corporate in- 
comes and profits from natural 
gas. They have no paid lobby 
| to constantly look after their in- 


|terests and defend themselves 


4. Under the present law some 
| foreign corporations have 

|a real tax haven here and a dis- 
| crimination in their favor which 
|exists in no other States except 


ula portion of the franchise tax 

a casualty of tax comr ee cuts 
in the regular session, again was 
closely scrutinized reorge W 

Lafferty, Houston accountant, 
opposed the corporate ike 
on grounds “the best get 
it is direct and let the first im- 
pact be the last impact broad- | 
based tax.” 

On the sales tax liquor | 
lobbyist opposed the juor hike, 
a tobacco lobbyist oOppcsed the} 
cigarette raise and dealer 


opposed the auto sale 


tax 


sub- 


is Te- 


Assuming the committtee 
stitute on the package plan 
ported Monday, the showdown 
House floor fight may begin on 
Tuesday. in. 


Texas and Washington....How 
llong will we permit our corp- 
| orate structure to discriminate in 
favor of the 7,000 foreign and in- 
| terstate corporations and against 
|our own 33,000 companies doing 
business wholly within this 
state?” 











Daniel Counsels, Defends, Attacks 


(The Governor's public defense 
of his tax program in his hour- 
long address to the legislature 
consisted of three principal divi- 
sions — an explanation of the 
types of proposed taxation, an at- 
tempt to impress upon the mem- 
bers the need for speed, and at- 
tacks on bank and corporation 


arguments that succeeded in im-| 


peding substantially the same 
program in the regular session 
The Observer here reprints por- 
tions of all three of his points.) 


Someone has said that in 


this life there is nothing sure) 


but death and taxes. Even 
taxes are not sure until ma- 
jorities of the minds of the 
legislators agree upon them. 

In my message to the Regular 


Session 6n January 21, and in a 
subsequent message on March 10, 


I strongly urged that the deficit} 


be disposed of as an emergency 
1 order that we might begin the 
next biennium with a balanced 
budget 

At this date both have become 
emergency matters. Unless our 
tax measures are finally ap- 
proved by a two-thirds vote in 
each House, their earliest effec- 
tive date will be 90 days after 
the adjournment of this session, 
which would be Sept. 15. It 
means that for every month 
delay in the effective date of the 
tax measure, the ultimate tax bill 
must be $6,666,000 higher in the 
the total amount added to the tax 
bill for the next year 

Furthermore, the deficit itself 
is costing the State and its spe- 
cial funds more than $1,200,000 
per vear. or $100,000 for each 
months its retirement is delayed 
In addition, a special 30-day ses- 
sica of the Legislature costs at 
least a quarter of a million dol-| 
lars Any person or organiza- | 
tion advocating a second special 


session or a third special session | 


simply advocates a result which 
will increase the total tax bill for 


next year another 7 to 14 million | 


dollars 
We 


meet 


should pay our debts and 
our present commitments 
before considering any new pro- 
grams which call for additional 
expenditures. I strongly favor 
some of these new programs, 
such as enactment of most of the 
Hale-Aikin public school pro- 
gram (but) I shall not submit 
them again to the Legislature un- 
til we have paid our debts and 
our obligations under present 
laws 


The Deficit 


Since the deficit for the cur- 


ring annual tax bill. I submit to 
you as emergency matters three 
bills which would retire the defi- 
cit. They are the Comptroller's 
Bookkeeping Bill, H. B 
passed by the House in the Regu- 
lar Session; the one-year increase 
in the franchise tax, H. B. 238, as 


passed by the House in the Regu- | 
and the Abandoned | 


lar Session; 
Property Bill 

The Abandoned Property 
of the Regular 
thought, fair and just. It was the 
uniform law heretofore adopted 
by many of the States and rec- 
ommended by the American Bar 
Association, the Commission on 
Uniform Laws, and the Council 
of State Governments. On the 
other hand, I am convinced of 
the sincerity of many members 
of the House and the attorney for 
the Texas Bankers Association 
who argued that a judicial pro- 
ceeding would be the safest 


Bill 


means of protecting the rights of 
all concerned. 

Therefore, I recommend that a 
law be enacted requiring annual 
reports of these accounts to the | 


of | 


53, as | 


Session was, I} 


State Treasurer, and giving the 
Treasurer and the Attorney Gen- 
eral the power and authority to 
publish notices for the owners 
and simplify judicial proceedings 
in line with present laws. By 
meeting these objections made by 
many members and others in 
good faith, I believe that the op- 
position to this bill will be nar- 
|rowed down to the very, very 
few who simply want to hold and 
/use money that belongs to some- 
to the State under 





one else or 
| present laws 

In order to be certain that 
my tax recommendations are 


| high enough to care for all needs 
to be considered this session, I 
have based them upon the higher 
budget contained in the appropri- 
ation bill passed by the House in 
Regular Session, a total of $337,- 
000.000. I have recommended a 
tax program of $161 million for 
the next biennium, or a tax bill 
of approximately $80 million per 

| year 


‘Gas Tax 

1. I recommend the 
gas severance beneficiary 
submitted at the Regular Session, 
at the rate of 5 percent of value 
instead of 3 percent. In this con- 
nection I recommend that the 
| present 7 percent production tax 
on natural gas be reduced to 5 
percent. Tis would make the 
new production tax and the sev- 
erance beneficiary tax the same, 
each at 5 percent for the future. 
This change was suggested in 


natural 


conferences with legislators dur- | 


ing the interim, including the au- 
thor of the bill in the Regular 
Session. I think the suggested 


| change is good, because produc- | 


ers have been bearing the heavi- 


| est portion of the natural gas tax 


load in this State long enough. 
The severance beneficiaries, who 
have tied up practically all of the 
natural gas available in Texas 
under long term contracts and 
| dedicated reserves, bear the light- 
| est total tax load of any industry 
in Texas. Fifty-three percent of 
| the Texas gas produced and sold 


moves into other states where it| 


|is taxed from 3 to 9 times as 
| much as we tax it in the State of 
production 


This adjustment in the natural | 
in an addi-| 


| gas tax will bring 
| tional $36 million during the next 
| biennium. It would leave the to- 


tal tax on gas produced in this| 


State at the 10 percent which I 
| previously recommended. This 
will be only 1. percent 
when, because of 
at 9 percent for one year and 8 
percent for the next year. 
tate needs are greater now than 
they were then, and far more gas 
is now being produced, at greater 


| profit than when the tax was at} 


|9 percent—all of it on the pro- 
ducers. 
This would leave the total gas 


tax in Texas at less than half of 
the present production tax in 
our chief competitor State of 


Louisiana. In that State, gas pro- 
duction tax is 2.3 cents per thou- 
sand cubic feet, which is about 
twenty percent on our average 
price of 10 cents per thousand. 
| True, the Louisiana tax is in lieu 
|cf ad valorem taxes but this is 
| offset by the fact that Louisiana 
,has a four percent corporation 
income tax based on a three-fac- 
tor formula and other State taxes 
which amount to more than our 
ad valorem tax. 

The best thing about this new 
approach is that the severance 
beneficiaries — the gas pipeline 
companies which are making the 
most money out of this Texas 
natural resource — would pay 
their fair share of the tax bur- 
den in accordance with the de- 
sires of the officials and citizens 
of this State for many years. This 





tax as | 


higher | 
|than was put on gas production | 
another emer- | 
gency, the production tax was set | 
rent year is not a recurring mat-| 
ter, I again recommend that it be | 
handled as a separate matter and | 
not be included within the recur- | 


Our | 


15 percent of value at the well- 
| head would amount to less than 
| the gas-gathering tax levied by 
| the Legislature in 1951, based on 
| the average value of gas at that 
| time. That tax was contested in 
| Texas by the long-line gas com- 
| panies and it was declared un- 
| constitutional. Texas was _ re- 
| quired to refund to these com- 
| panies over $31 million, but some 
|of the same companies continued 
|to pay this same tax to Louisiana 
even after it had been doubled. 
Texas and Louisiana laws were 
|the same, but the long-line gas 
| companies did not treat Texas 
and Louisiana the same. While 
| they were making our State re- 
|fund $31 million, they were con- 
juasen to pay Louisiana this 
}same tax. If they had continued 
| to pay the Texas tax at the lower 
| Texas rate, we would have col- 
llected from this tax during the 
| past seven years more than $133 
million. When the companies fin- 
|ally challenged the Louisiana law 
| last year, after it was raised to 
2 cents per thousand cubic feet, 
the Governor simply called the 
Louisiana Legislature in special 
session and put the entire 23 
| cents on production, so that Lou- 
| isiana continues to receive more 
|than twice as much as Texas 
{from its natural gas. 


\* - 
Pure Bunk 


Is there any reason why Texas 
| should continue to be such easy 
|pickings for the gas pipeline 
| companies? ... Of course you 
will hear the argument that any 
further tax on gas will increase 
|the price of the product and re- 
|duce sales and production. That 
is pure bunk. I have figures for 
the years we collected the gas 
| gathering tax and the 9 percent 
| Production tax. Those taxes did 
not slow up production on sales. 
In fact, the biggest increase in 
total gas production in the last 
decade was the year the Legisla- 
|ture enacted the gas gathering 
| tax. The much higher Louisiana 
|tax has not retarded production 
| and sales in that State. 

Obviously, the time has come 
for natural gas to bear a fairer 
share of the tax load—at a rate 
at least half of that charged in 
our neighboring and competitor 
State of Louisiana. 

2. I recommend adoption of 
the three-factor formula for de- 
| termining the corporation fran- 
| chise tax on companies engaged 
| 





in interstate business, in accord- 
ance with the terms set out in 
the report of the State Tax Study 
Commission. 

3. I recommend that the Gross 
| Receipts Tax now levied on pub- 
| lic utilities be set at the effective 
| Fate now being levied on tele- 
| phone companies, which is 2.3 per 
| cent. This change would raise $8 
million of new revenue per year. 


Selective Sales Taxes 
| Im the field of selective sales 
or occupation taxes, I recom- 
mend: 

1. An increase in the cigarette 
tax of lc per pack, to a total of 
6c, which will be in line with 
the average tax of our neighbor- 
ing States, and a tax at the same 
rate on cigars and other tobacco 
products, except snuff. 

2. An increase in the tax on 
distilled liquor to the Arkansas 
rate of $2.50 per gallon. The 
House of Representatives in Ok- 
lahoma has passed a bill provid- 
ing for this same rate. 

3. An increase on motor ve- 
hicle sales from 1.1 percent to 1.5 
percent. As far as I can deter- 
mine, this will still leave Texas 
with the lowest motor vehicle 
sales tax of any State. 

Again, I repeat this is the for- 
mula which will maintain a heal- 
thy climate for business as well 
as a healthy climate for individ- 








ual human beings. 





‘Bedi’ Dies Suddenly 


Roy  Bedichek, nationally 
known Texas naturalist and 
one of its better writers, died 
unexpectedly of a heart attack 
in Austin May 21. He was 81. 
The end came at midday, 
shortly before he planned to 
take a trip into woods to study 
birds with his friend of half 
a century, J. Frank Dobie. 
Bedichek had within the week 
completed his latest book, 
tentatively entitled “Speaking 
of Noses.” He signed the con- 
tract for its publication just 
this week. The day before his 
death he went swimming at 
Barton Springs with his 
grandson, John Bedichek and 
two days earlier had attended 
a dinner party at the home of 
John Henry Faulk. 


Dobie said “he wanted the 
end to come as it did. We of- 
ten talked about the art of 
living and the art of dying.” 


“Bedi,” for forty years the 
director of the Texas Inter- 
scholastic League, wrote his 
first book, “The Adventures 
of a Texas Naturalist,” after 
he was 70 years old. He fol- 
lowed with his award-winning 
“Karankaway County,” and 
“Educational Competition.”’ 


Born in Illinois, he moved 
at the age of two to the Falls 
County, Texas, town of Blev- 
ins, which his father named. 
He is survived by his widow, 
a son, Bachman Bedichek and 
two daughters, Mrs. Jay Car- 
roll and Mrs. Alan Pipkin. 





Notes on Now--and ‘60 


/ The race for Speaker of the 

House of the 1961 legislature, 
already involving Reps. Ben 
Glusing of Kingsville, Wade Spil- 
man of McAllen, James Turman 
of Gober and DeWitt Hale of Cor- 
pus Christi, does not appear 
headed for an early decision. 
Each has some support but with 
45 to 50 House liberals standing 
pat and not pledging anyone, it 
becomes almost mathematically 
impossible for one of the four 
contenders to amass the neces- 
sary 76 votes. The liberals, weary 
of voting for a “least of evils,” 
plan to wait until next summer's 
legislative elections clear the air, 
then bargain for substantial con- 
cessions in regard to committee 
appointments that have so much 
bearing on the flow of legisla- 
tion through the lower chamber. 
Conservatives, thefr ranks di- 
vided over the bitter race be- 
tween Joe Burkett and Waggoner 
Carr this session, had been hop- 
ing to avoid a long drawn-out 
race but they haven't got the 
votes to force an early decision. 
Everyone is waiting for a band- 
wagon and with the liberals ab- 
staining, there isn’t one. Probably 
not more than 60 pledges are held 
collectively by the four contend- 
ers as of now. 


V 





Political Intelligence 





/ Under a caption, “Four Sen- 
Vv ators Gassed,” El Paso Herald 
Post took out after Messrs. Har- 
deman, Fly, Lane and Weinert 
for their Tennessee waltz via 
Texas Eastern. “It will be inter- 
esting to see how they vote on 
the natural gas tax,” bold-faced 
the Post. The paper added “we 
are a bit amazed” by LBJ’s role 
in the affair: “We thought the 
Democratic leader of the U. S. 
Senate who says he isn’t a can- 
didate for President knew better 
than that.” 


/ Austin observers are watch- 
Ving with curiosity the in- 
creased speech-making of Dallas 
millionaire William Blakley 
which might foreshadow a 1960 
election bid. If so, there appear 
two possibilities—a Governor’s 
race already getting crowded 
with conservative candidates or 
a second shot at a Senate seat. 
With Will Wilson and Marshall 
Formby virtual certainties for the 
gubernatorial race—plus the pos- 
sible candidacies of Waggoner 
Carr and a third-terming Price 
Daniel—Blakley’s entry into that 
race would necessitate teeth-grit- 
ting reappraisals all down the 
line. Should he choose to run, 
probably only Daniel would be 
unaffected. Blakley would drain 
off too much of the support tick- 
eted for the others. Wilson can’t 
hang around in the Attorney 
General’s slot much longer, must 
soon make a move upward or 
out. From Carr's standpoint, Wil- 





son may appear harder to beat as 
an incumbent attorney general 
than if the two were running for 
a Governor’s chair vacated by 
Daniel. 

Then again, perhaps Blakley is 
aiming at the Majority Leader, 
which possibility — considering 
Blakley’s proximity to Allan 
Shivers—is not as far-fetched as 
it might sound. Johnson would 
probably relish the opportunity 
to roast a “reactionary” opponent 
immediately before heading for 
the Democratic presidential con- 
vention. 


/ The House Interim General 

Investigating Committee re- 
port which hit some sort of new 
low in investigating effectiveness 
was not so ineptly drawn as a po- 
litical document. The Committee, 
appointed by Speaker Carr, took 
pot shots at Dallas DA Henry 
Wade, a possible Carr opponent 
for Attorney General, and at Will 
Wilson, principal Carr _ rival 
should the Speaker try for the 
Governor’s mansion. For good 
measure, the report rehashed 
some old labor bromides which 
might prove usable campaign ma- 
terial in either race. For the mo- 
ment, the Speaker’s main prob- 
lem, however, to escape from the 
current tax imbroglio without 
crippling either his public image 
or his conservative usefulness. 
The one calls for him to avoid 
sales taxers; the other just the 
opposite. 


V 


Yarborough’s vote against 

confirmation of Lewis Strauss 
did not come as a surprise to fol- 
lowers of the Congressional Rec- 
ord. He had previously inserted 
in the record a letter hostile to 
Strauss. 


There has been some relax- 

ing of heretofore stout oppo- 
sition to natural gas taxation in 
the House. Credit Daniel for this. 
His decision to lower the tax on 
Texas producers while raising it 
on interstate pipeline companies 
is the sort of thing a legislator 
can oppose only at the risk of 
giving an opponent a hot cam- 
paign issue next summer. 
J One of the overlooked politi- 

cal coups of the regular ses- 
sion was Henry Gonzalez’s feat 
in getting 25 aye votes against 
only four noes in the Senate for 
the San Antonio medical school. 
It ran into stiffer opposition than 
that in the House where the po- 
litical disposition of the San An- 
tonio delegation corresponds to 
that of the House leadership. 
Some of Gonzalez’s votes came 
from the East Texas bloc which 
has apparently finally made an 
adjustment to Henry after the 
initial shock of his filibusters 
against the segregation bills last 
session. 
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Lone Star Gas 
Postponed 
Rate Hearing 


AUSTIN 


Lone Star Gas company’s 
requested rate increase, 
which Price Daniel had ear- 
lier in the week called a 
“strange coincidence,” was 
postponed from further rail- 
road commission considera- 
tion until July 6th. 


S. C. McIntosh, commission 
examiner, put off further hear- 
ings for seven weeks on motion 
of Dallas city attorney Henry P. 
Kucera, one of a battery of law- 
yers representing the 308 Texas 
cities that would be affected by 
the gas rate increase. 


Lone Star fought the postpone- 
ment, arguing the cities had al- 
ready had plenty of time to pre- 
pare their cases. Warren Collins, 
general counsel for the company, 
said Lone Star had already lost 
$2.4 million in revenues from 
postponements and stood to lose 
another $1 million by the com- 
mission action. The Company is 
asking for a gate increase of 10 
cents per 1,000 cubic feet over 
the present 30 cent rate. 


In his address to the convening 
special session earlier in the 
week, Daniel defended his gas 
tax proposal by saying that in- 
dustry claims an increase would 
hurt business would not stand up 
under the facts. “If higher prices 
discourage consumption, if they 
have reached the point of dimi- 
nishing returns, then why has 
Lone Star Gas Company peti- 
tioned the railroad commission 
for approval of a 10 cent increase 
in its transmission division’s rate 
on gas delivered to its distri- 
bution division?” asked Daniel. 
“Just before the legislature con- 
vened in January, Lone Star Gas 
asked the commission to permit 
this increase...Hearings were 
held on January 12 and 13 and 
then by strange coincidence, they 
were recessed to May 18... Al- 
though you (the legislature) 
were expected to be in adjourn- 
ment on this day, present cir- 
cumstances will give you the 
opportunity to observe how the 
State’s biggest gas company 
argues about the adverse effect 
of a measly five per cent increase 
in these halls, while at the Ste- 
phen F. Austin Hotel it argues 
for a 33% per cent increase for 
its own private coffers. Lone Star 
lobbyists are _ fighting what 
amounts to about a half-cent for 
Texas while Lone Star lawyers 
are asking a state agency to ap- 
prove ... 20 times what the state 
would receive from the sever- 
ance beneficiary tax I have rec- 
ommended,” Daniel said. 


Before the postponement, Ku- 
cera, representing the cities, 
clashed repeatedly with Kenneth 
W. Spencer, a Washington rate 
consultant who testified that the 
present rates permit Lone Star a 
return of only 2.91 per cent on 
the present “fair valuation” of its 
transmission division property. 
Disagreement centered around a 


definition of “fair value,” “re- 
placement cost” and “reproduc- 
tion cost.” 

Kucera further argued that 


Lone Star charges most of its 
capitalization to its residential 
system but sells most of its gas 
for industrial purposes. 





THE TEXAS OBSERVER 


Page 3 May 23, 1959 





A Gas Tax Fight, Eight 


AUSTIN 

Eight years ago, the 52nd 
legislature fought the nat- 
ural resource taxation battle 
that looms now in the 56th 
legislature. Parallels abound 
—the same lobbyists, many 
of the same arguments, and 
sOme of the same legislators. 

But there have been curious 
changes, too. The 1951 House had 
to fight its battle on the prevail- 
ing $5 a day special session wage 
of that era, an obstacle many 
felt would prevent the sustained, 
unified opposition to the gas 
lobby necessary to pass a gas tax. 
But the poor-boy legislators con- 
verted their plight into a wea- 
pon. Pooling their resources, a 
number of them rented an old 
house at 1700 Rio Grande and 
moved in in the early summer of 
1951. Like battle flags, two signs 
blossomed forth on the front 
porch: 


The People’s Headquarters 
52nd Texas Legislature 


Let Natural Gas Pave the Way 
—The Free Ride’s Over 


Recalling the conflict in an Ob- 
server article four years later 
(Obs. Mar. 21, 1955), former legis- 
lator Denny O. Ingram, Jr. de- 
Scribed the war that preceded 
final passage of the Sewell-Nokes 
“gas gathering tax” bill: 

“Our poor boy strategy was 
this: we rented the biggest house 
we could find, moved in, begged 
for food, borrowed furniture, got 
pudlicity—and held together the 
nucleus of our fighting force, 
which included D. B. Hardeman, 
Charley Doug Crouch, 
Jim Sewell, Waggoner Carr and 
many others. Next came a drive 
for furniture. Bunk beds, chairs, 


apple crates, and other items 
came from _ Austin residents, 
firms, and even lobbyists. The 
food? It came from. people 
throughout the state and, of 
course, the remaining few that 
were lobbying for the Sewell- 


Nokes bill, such as the Farm Bu- 








THE GAS 


reau and the County Judges and 
Commissioners Association. I'll 
even have to admit a gas lobbyist 
tangible legacy, too—gas taxing 
—a good sport—was one of the 
first to donate food. About seven 
House members moved in the 
first day. The highest number 
living there at any one time dur- 
ing the few weeks’ stand was 
around 22, but others quartered 
there temporarily. Our house was 
not just a place to stay. It was a 
rallying point. It kept us going, 
and we won,” Ingram wrote. 
The “Gas House Gang” as they 
were inevitably called had bot- 
tlenecked the House by insisting 
the gathering tax be included in 
the omnibus tax bill pushed by 
the Shivers administration. The 
Senate wouldn’t accept the House 


HOUSE GANG ind 





Years Later 








Une 


plans and, just like 
ular session ended 
bill. When the pay dr 
under the per diem t 


Who Vaporized 


tA * 


Ingram recalled “it v ilmost 


disastrous for the bach 
gathering tax 
from the rural bloc and 
naturally in lower ir 
ets. In addition, ths 
longer gobble a free 
the lobbyists’ view a 
as they pleased.” 


The Gas House Gans 


national publicity 


who we argely 


| gas companies turned out to be 


ultimate winners of course, 
as the Sewell -Nokes bill was 
later. declared by the courts to be 
unconstitutional. 

But the Gas House Gang left a 
experience which a new genera- 
tion of legislators has now shaped 
two more carefully drawn 


tne 


into 


nO} pills—the Hinson and Eckhardt 


r | proposals. 


Magazine sent a _ photographer 
and it was this whicl mately 


tipped the scales. 
caved in rather than f 


verse public reaction tl further 


rr} 


deadlock threatened 





‘Severance Beneficiary’: 


AUSTIN 


(Almost since a heady moment 
in 1901 when Spindletop blew the 
oil industry into Texas, the state’s 
Governors have spoken, with va- 
rying degrees of sophistry and 
sincerity, of the legal questions 
and the general welfare flowing 
from the broad area of natural 
resource taxation. Because they 
have meaning now and offer a 
reference point for the legalisms 
certain to dog the state, her leg- 
islators and her courts for years 
to come, the candid views Price 
Daniel expressed on the subject 
to the joint session are herewith 
reprinted.—Ed.) 


“The Attorney General of 
Texas has written an opinion up- 
holding the constitutionality of 
this tax, and I firmly believe that 
his opinion is correct. At least we 
should follow it in our delibera- 
tion on the subject rather than 
the opinion of some long-line gas 
company lawyer to the contrary. 
The attorney general is the law- 
yer for the State and he wrote 
this opinion at the request of the 
House Revenue and Taxation 
Committee. 


“This bill is so drawn that the 
money will not be tied up in 
court. It specifically provides 
that it shall be paid into the gen- 
eral fund and that someone is to 
pay this tax. If there is no sever- 
ance beneficiary, or if his share 
of the tax is declared unconstitu- 
tional, it is true that the tax 
would be paid by the producer. 
We had to draw the bill in that 
manner to make it constitutional, 


| because 





in many instances the 
producing company is itself the 
only user and severance benefi- 
ciary, and we must tax all such 
companies equally in order to 
make it constitutional. If you are 
inclined favorably to this meas- 
ure, I hope you will resist and 
defeat any attempt to remove 
such producers from the sever- 
ance beneficiary tax, because 
that is a vital part of the bill. It 
is one of the main assurances of 
constitutionality and of the fact 
that this money will never be re- 
claimed or refunded from the 
state treasury. Someone will pay 
the tax, if the bill -is enacted as 
it is written, and all of the in- 
dependent producers with whom 
I have talked are perfectly will- 
ing to take their chances on the 
bill as written, in order that this 
state may have an opportunity to 
collect a fair share of taxes from 
those who are making gigantic 
profits from gas pipelines which 
have tied up the gas reserves of 
this state. They especially like 
the possibility of being relieved 
of the 2 per cent from the pres- 


ent production tax. 


BOW WILLIAMS 


Attomobiie ana 
General Insurance 
Budget Payment 
Plan 
Streng Stock 
Companies 
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Let’s Abelish the Pell Tax! 

















Some of the new generation 
were a part of the old—such as 
Charley Hughes, who is still try- 
ing to persuade his colleagues 
that “natural gas should pave the 


way.” And of course, Waggoner 


| Carr is also still around. 


| 


But he is Speaker of the House 
and that is another story. 
L.G. 


now 





The Constitutional Issue 


|'tax and added value tax on the 


“It has often been 
floor that no matte! 
tax is placed, the 
Texas will pay it. H 
recommended to y¢ 
will be passed on t 


ers of other states tates 


which now collect 3 t 


selves collect. 


“Michigan has ar 








In union, there is strength. 


Oxen stayed together, the 
Lion dared not attack. But 
“the king of beasts’ sowed 


his adversaries, and they 
separated. It was then easy 


for the Lion to attack and 
destroy them one by one 


two 


discuss your 201 


manufacture of automobiles 
which are collected before those 
automobiles leave Michigan. 
There is no rightful reason why 
Texas should not collect an occu- 
pation tax on those who are en- 


| gaged in the business of obtaining 


production of Texas gas under 
long-term contracts before that 


n| gas leaves this. state.” 


The fable of the Lion and the 
Oxen illustrates this lesson very 
forcibly. As long as the three 







The Lion and the Oxen 


dissension and jealousy amongst 






In Sun Life, also, there is strength. 
When you become a policyholder of 
great international company, you become one of 

a group of farsighted men and women — the holders of 
million policies and group certificates in 25 countries — 
who protect their families and themselves against an uncertair 
future through the medium of life insurance. 


MARTIN ELFANT 


Century Building Houston, Texas 


SUN LIFE OF CANADA 
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Let those flatter who fear, it is not an American art.—JEFFERSON 





Half a loaf for Half the [rice 


Governor Daniel's tax program 1s 
the intersection of his convictions and 
the situation. He is against the taxes 
which would be most nearly wrong, 
the general sales tax, and the most 
nearly right, the personal income tax. 
His conviction against taxing the 
poor for all the state's revenue causes 
the one stand; the careless public vis- 
ceral hostility toward the income tax 
causes the other. Neither the worst 
nor the best solution can pass the cur- 
rent legislature, no matter how many 
special sessions there may be; this is 
true roughly for the same reasons 
which underlie Daniel's position. the 

distasteful: how 
much of the state’s new revenue will 
from the consumers on a re- 
principle. and how much 
and natural resources 


real issue becomes 


come 
gressive 
trom bu 
on a progressive principle. 

Daniel's estimate of the best bar- 
vaining demand he can make of the 
business lobby is Half and Half. In 
stance describes 
the Govern- 


siness 


way this 


a curious 


Price Daniel's record in 


or’s office. Not merelv from bitter 
dislike does one of Austin’s upper 
crust lobbvists abuse him as “Halt 


Price.’ He will not fight for the ‘ull 
the ft e believes he 


€ e ruture; h 
mu st charge only what the legislature 
s presently dominated by big  busi- 
ess, Will buy and pay tor, when 
essed to the prac ical limit. Surels 
s is the classic decision of The 
Politician; it is not the decision of the 


Crusader, nor of The Bourbon; 
not a near enough approach to a total 
vision of a better state to be the deci- 
sion of the Statesman. Yet it could be 

he position of the Leader 
Surely the Governor has proved he 
las the c to attack the most 
powerful lobbyists in the state in de- 
fense of his program, and no one, no 
matter how qualified his view of 
Daniel's public life to this point, can 
fairly fail to affirm that but for his 
rsonal adamance on the point, a 
tax might have been 


it 1s 


urage 


pe 


] > 
sdi€s 


(One must sav that the extent of his 
sales taxers, 


npromise with the 


s is it seems to be in a theorv 
te ala awe ae . : 

nited sales taxes are w eapons 
tersorg) tne ye 47) > 
struggle tor some business 


ses, must be measured, finally, by 
successtully his concessions at- 

ract support he otherwise would not 
ve had This is a question profes- 
s1onal to politicians, but if the tenta- 


ve evidence of the regular session is 
germane, he will need to attract more 
his compromise can be 
stified by its results 


it else could he have done? As 


es | et re 





vernor he had one other option: to 
c 
? 
exas mage 
. - ae ; 
Texas Image” in the nation 


rries a lot of Texans, especially 
Democrats. How did we get so oily ? 
Well, for the answer watch Washing- 
ton the next few months. The Texas 
delegation up here makes no distinc- 
tion between representing Texas and 
representing the oil industry. (The 
marginal exception is Senator Yar- 
borough, who does pitch his argu- 
ments for the Texas industry against 
the major importing companies.) 
Senators Douglas, Williams, Prox- 
mire, and Clark soon will mount an 
attack on oil’s variety of special tax 
privileges, of which depletion is the 
best known, but not the most lucra- 
tive. And who will be fighting, “with 
beer bottles if necessary,” to use a 
phrase of the Majority Leader's, 
against the oil reforms? The Texans 
—Johnson, Yarborough, Rayburn— 
the solid delegation. They will make 
the nation safe for oil, even if mean- 
while they make it unsafe for Demo- 
crats. Until we begin to hear some 
sounds from the Texans in Wash- 
ington to indicate that they are think- 
ing in their heads instead of in their 
political gas tanks, “The Texas 


Image” will continue to be reflected 
—forgive us—in the slicks. 





insist on a tax program entirely in 
accord with Ability to Pay and go to 
the people in 1960 for support. His 
Half and Half decision has limited 
his program's attractiveness for such 
a return to public opinion. 

Not only this: Daniel is not writ- 
ing the tax bill, and by one reading of 
his Monday speech—a reading we 
now reject as an unjust reflection on 
his good faith—he will sell out even 
this Half and Half minimum pro- 
gram. 

These are the relevant passages: 


(1) “Taxes in Texas are now 
fairly equally divided in their assess- 
ment upon corporations and individ- 
uals, and they should remain that way 
in the future.” 

But (2) “I will accept and approve 
any new tax bill that a majority in 
each House sends to me at this called 
session, assuming of course that a 
majority in each House publicly 
pledged against a State income tax or 
a general sales tax stays with this 
commitment.” 

What if the bill were 90 percent se- 
lective sales taxes? or 75 percent? 
Daniel cannot sign such a bill and ask 
the people to thank him. In fact if he 


signs a Half and Half bill he has 
gone much too far with the lobby 
already from a simply ethical point of 


view. He cannot go to the people as 
their champion and prove it by knock- 
ing them down. 

We prefer to hope that he assumes 
the House will do better than Halt 
and Half and will not settle for any 
more sales taxes than that; that he 
would construe a bill principally sales 
taxes as a_ hypocritically contrived 
general sales tax and veto it. 

The strongest part of his speech 
was his superb case for an end to the 
special tax haven for the interstate 
corporations under the franchise tax. 
His arguments for his natural gas tax 
were again persuasive, and_ his 
amendment to its substance shred 
and persuasive to independent pro- 
ducers in Texas. He still fights shy 
of any reference to oi/ tax increases, 
to which all his natural gas arguments 
apply with much more force and ef- 
fect, and he again hints vaguely 
toward the indefensible gasoline sales 
tax. He stands behind his sound defi- 
cit-retiring plan. 

Half his new money he would raise 
with sales taxes on consumers, falling 
heaviest on the poor, and of this all 
we can say is that a better time will 
come. Ability to Pay means Propor- 
tional Ability, or it is nothing. The 
sad consequence of charging only 
half the price is the people get only 
half the loaf, losing the other in the 
bargain. 

Behind Governor Daniel, for all 
that, the liberals in the legislature 
again should rally, but not in silence 
or meekness. 


ie oni 


Speaker Sam Rayburn last week 
broke a public housing blockade in 
the House rules committee. “Extra- 
ordinary steps” would be taken, he 
told chairman Howard Smith of Vir- 
ginia, unless the bill was reported out 
at once; it was. The question now 
reverts to the House of Representa- 
tives, where it should have been a 
month ago. 

The episode illuminates the rules 
fight earlier this session. The liberals 
in the House demanded that the com- 
mittee be stripped of its dictatorial 
powers. Rayburn said no, boys, but 
you have to go along to get along, 
so I tell you what, you lay off, and 
I'll tell Howard to be a good boy 
when the time comes. They agreed, 
and Rayburn kept his word, as he 
always does. 

But the result! The result is that 
Rayburn keeps the power. On civil 
rights, oil, labor, anything he wants 
to regard as another kind of question, 
he can sit down with Howard and 


The Big Shadow Throws a Little Man 








Ballet 





y § ight for Mehert f Sal 


What's happening to Sen. Hubert 
Humphrey? Some of his most ardent 
believers, those close to him in Wash- 
ington, are afraid for his soul. Re- 
cently he went to Los Angeles and 
interrupted a fire-eating speech to 
praise Lyndon Johnson, and we have 
testimony that there was a collective 
gasp from the audience. Nor does he 
seem to be willing really to follow 
through in foreign policy with the 
specification of some areas where we 
might give ground, too, without 
which talk of summit conferences 
and coexistence is hypocritical. 


His liaison with Lyndon has been 
much more real since James Rowe, a 
Johnson aide, joined his staff as a 
higher-up. Rowe did not abandon 
Lyndon when he went to Hubert, al- 
though Lyndon’s press brigade has 
cleverly led the reporters down the 
garden path planted with this scent. 
From all we hear in Washington, 
Rowe is trying to convert Hubert 
Humphrey into Lyndon Johnson, “a 
man in the middle,” and this sounds 
like a Johnson project. Were it to 
succeed, Hubert could try to knock 
off Jack Kennedy in the early pri- 
maries, and then Hubert and Lyndon 
could trade shoes at the convention. 


Is Rowe a Trojan Horse for Lyn- 
don? Is Hubert a Stalking Horse for 
him? Is Hubert a man or a John- 





come to another kind of understand- 
ing. 

It seems bizarre to have to argue 
desperately for democracy in the leg- 
islative chambers of a democracy. 
Perhaps we are not a democracy, for 
all that. : 


sonian? One would think he would 
have learned his lesson at Chicago, 
where he thought Lyndon was sup- 
porting him for vice president until 
the next morning. 


Al Prowse 


Who is to say where a region 
ends? The Observer has always been 
a provincial paper. A few stabs to- 
ward Guatemala and Mexican ejidos 
convinced us that to do Texas well 
was aspiration in excess, much less 
could we do the country or the hemi- 
sphere. Yet we wander, now and 
then, on missions properly Texan; 
such as now. The Sun sets in the 
same golden inflamation but her bed 
is Pennsylvania; planes dwindle into 
the clouds their roars yet shaped like 
sound waves, but their pilots see the 
Potomac and the white-lit Capitol, 
not our pink granite and the Colo- 
rado. We are all one country. Idling 
through bookshops around Wash- 
ington Square one halts under the 
understanding that the Texas mili- 
tant is in league with these uniformed 
New York nonconformists, these rac- 
ing intellectuals who sit in the sun 
around a table in front of “Le Bijou” 
drinking beer and sneering as a way 
of life. Yet we are all one country. 
We are even all one race, one awk- 
wardness, and the rules a liberal pa- 
per uses to survive in a market going 
down in general misunderstandings 
do not seem as warm as moist grass 
in the shade in a park near the Amer- 
ican Capitol or as vital as sunshine 
white on the Lincoln Memorial. 
These are our things too. 
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Time For A Clear Focus 


AUSTIN 


The responses of legislators to the 
Governor’s special session tax pro- 
gram are instructive insofar as they 
cast light on the varying effects the 
legislative process has on the aspi- 
rations, ideals and/or plots of our 
very mortal servants of the people. 


The state press may regard the 
four month regular session as “do- 
nothing” but it has manifestly done 
something to the individual wills of 
House members. With but few ex- 
ceptions, everyone is getting a little 
tired, a little weaker in conviction. 
The radical right appears downright 
desperate—as if the burden of pub- 
licly carrying the general sales tax 
flag is too heavy to stand any more 
stilettos from the Governor. They 
were contemptuous of his first add- 
ress in January calling for a half 
sales tax-half business tax program. 
To substantially the same program 
in May—a little worse, if anything, 
from the conservative standpoint— 
the response is a curious, petulant, si- 
lence. They snuggle physically closer 
to the lobby for succor (how Wag- 
goner Carr must have wanted to re- 
sist the temptation to look at the gas 
lobbyists in the House gallery when 
the Governor began firing away at 
Lone Star Gas and the others; but 
the pull was too great, he looked and 
so did Ben Ramsey.) Yet one senses 
in their public stance in the House as 
well as by listening to their ad-libbed 
comments that to these conservatives 
the lobby’s cloak is beginning to look 
thread-bare back home. In the new 
vacuum, the sales-taxers still look to 
the lobby for guidance but there is 
an emotional estrangement now. 


One suspects that big business ori- 
ented conservatives are going to have 
to start sending first raters down to 
the legislature. There is, of course, 
the danger they will spend more 
money on obvious state needs, such 
as Gatesville and the mental hos- 
pitals, but at least first raters will 
have a better chance to deliver a con- 
servative tax program. The second 
raters follow orders, they docilely 
look at an overcrowed, understaffed 
hospital and refuse to appropriate 
money to correct it, but they can’t 
provide the leadership to put over a 
conservative tax program shielding 
big business pocketbooks. When the 
power plays in committee don’t score 
regardless who wins the debates, the 


daily pounding of logical argument 
from two dozen articulate liberals has 
its effect on both poise and morale. 
Public blasts from the Governor then 
become more difficult to parry—thus 
the contempt in January and the si- 
lence in May. 


The second House bloc, the no-tax 
conservatives, are also shaking loose 
from their stout January moorings. 
After gleefully voting against all the 
sales taxes in H. B. 727, they are now 
testing the water for a plunge into 
some kind of tax program. They 
appear compromise-bound, reluctant- 
ly, and with no particular guide other 
than their individual responses to the 
various pressures from home anfl 
within Austin. Substantially outside 
the battle to date, except in a most 
negative way, this element of the 
three groups in the House has been 
least affected by the passage of time. 

The third group, the House lib- 
erals, have changed too. Whereas in 
January, they greeted Daniel’s pro- 
gram with a cautious general ap- 
proval, heavily counterbalanced with 
specific objections to his sales taxes, 
they have in May begun to gloss over 
the objectional and focus on the ac- 
ceptable. 

Whereas in January, the Gover- 
nor’s address offered “a pretty good 
program with some exceptions,” the 
same words, rearranged, become in 
May a “fighting speech.” Granted, 
the Governor’s demeanor now is 
tougher, the words often sharply 
specific in lieu of January’s generali- 
ties, the balance _ remains sub- 
stantially unchanged. The new pro- 
gram offers some concessions to the 
bankers who _ hamstrung Daniel’s 
abandoned accounts bill, a change 
balanced by a progressive overhaul- 
ing of the tax plan for the natural 
gas industry. Without using the word 
“veto,” he has stated he would not 
sign a general sales tax, but in langu- 
age that also indicates he would feel 
no obligation to veto a general con- 
glomeration of selective sales taxes, 
slanted 70-30, 80-20 or 90-10 against 
the people. 

Certainly, under the circumstances, 
to rally unequivocally around the 
Governor at this point would be dan- 
gerously presumptive. There is not 
even a guarantee the one cent gaso- 
line tax to finance a teacher pay raise 
isn’t in the offing. One can only con- 
clude four months of tiring in-fight- 
ing, always coming after the other 


fellow has thrown the first punch 
has dulled the sensitivities of the 
House liberals. 


Perhaps they were captivated | 
the fraternity of feeling the Goy 
ernor aroused with his taut slashes ; 
the lobby. There is no question that 
in this context, the Governor's speec! 
was a genuine service to the stat 
given the lobby’s penchant for fast 
sleights-of-hand in the — twilight 
public indifference. The more apt! 
he nails down these pirouetting ants 
the more likely the people will acquir 
the knowledge to shore up their legis 
lators’ backbones. The speech was 
effective piece of literature in this re 
spect, the prose itself having the lear 
directness of a writer saturated with 
the subject, having no trouble sayin; 
exactly what he means. Similarly, 
Daniel’s explicit description of 
constitutional ramifications of 
natural gas tax was instructive. 


(Incidentally, this whole constit 
tional area being certain to dominat 
Texas natural resource taxation 
the years ahead, the Observer 
prints elsewhere in this issue Dar 
iel’s defense of his severance benet 
ciary thesis). 


However one might respond to t 
Governor’s successful skirting 
demagogic prose, a_ restrained 
praisal confirms that Daniel’s o 
words prove him wrong and Hen: 
Gonzalez right about last 
lobby control law. It was Gonzalez 
not Daniel who said “‘this is a shell : 
a bill and the only control of t! 
lobby exists in the words of the title 
Daniel, cornered by _ circumstance: 
then and trying to persuade hims« 
the charge wasn’t true, assures 
now that it was. 

This of course is the essential dit 
ference between the Daniel of 195, 
and the Senator from San’ Antoni 
Gonzalez, cornered, fought for 
whole ideal and lost cleanly. Dani 
compromising, got his shell and 
bundle of problems two years later 

This Daniel, perhaps, is closer 
the ideals of his youth than the n 
of two years ago. There are indi 
tions this is so. Let us all hope so 
will have ample opportunity in 
weeks ahead to demonstrate the | 
ership such ideals deserve. 

Meanwhile, let us not focus 
closely on “fighting words” that 
overlook the corporate bandits 
in our midst. L 


Sessior 





This Specter, Just So Long... 


New York City 


So, Judge Lynch has resumed the 
bench in Mississippi. 


The news might have an eerie and 
unreal effect on one who has relaxed 
in the belief that the practice of flog- 
ging British loyalists without due 
process, as originated by Judge 
Charles Lynch of Virginia, had run 
its course through the murders by the 
Vigilantes, the Regulators, Modera- 
tors, and the Ku Klux Klan. 


And so it might have been, but for 
the horrible death rattle of a way of 
political life in the South that has 
given justification in the warped 
minds of race haters for short cir- 
cuiting court processes. 


It is not only the race purists who 
should be held to account for the 
lynching of C. M. Parker in the 
dreary Mississippi-Louisiana swamp- 
land. They were but the tools of the 
political machines of the South, 
which, since the challenge of the Pop- 
ulist movement, have remained in 
power by exploiting the prejudices of 
poor whites against the only people 
lower than they are in the social scale, 
the Negroes. 


As long as this specter protects the 
social position of the lowest earner 
in the Southern white society from 


his economic fellow in the Negro 
population, thus exploiting both eco- 
nomically, just so long will Judge 
Lynch mount the bench from time to 
time in the South. 


Oh, those of the “You're another” 
apologist school may well say that 
persons have been lynched in the 
North, but can we say that race 
hatreds are carried forward into po- 
litical campaigns there, or that little 
minds are given a sense of import- 
ance by hating harder than others, as 
Orwell illustrated in 1984? And what 
chance does the disciplined North 
have against the total box score of 
the South, or Mississippi’s imposing 
lead of 574 known lynchings since 
1882? No, the malady springs from 
the pollution of the political springs 
of the South. 


Consider the Uriah Heep- like 
squirmings of Gov. Coleman of Miss- 
issippi as he deplored the Poplarville 
abduction. Oh, he was so, so sorry— 
he who, with every other pipsqueak 
Southern politician, has taken every 
foot of political mileage available 
from the incitement of racial hatred; 
he who threw the net of prejudice 
into the sea, and now wishes to dis- 
claim the monster he has_ hauled 
ashore. 


Who can say that our white citi- 
zens’ councils in Texas, our profes- 


sional massive resisters, and” « 
elements of the lunatic fringe ar« 
preparing us for a return to mob 
tion? But these misguided peop 
should not receive full blame Ve 
must look deeper to the mainsp1 
of the machine, the ruthless reactiot 
aries at the center. The mass ma} 
excused for want of information 
the men who contrived the infe! 
mechanism knew full well what t 
were doing. They felt the surge 
needed reform, and they unsuce 
fully tried to stop it by stirring 1 
prejudice. Of course they did 
stop progress; but have they plant 
a time bomb which will explod« 
some East Texas County, just as « 
did in Poplarville, Mississippi ? 
One way of snuffing out the 
is the enactment by Congress 
civil rights bill containing a provi 
against lynching, with heavy penal 
ties. Does anyone believe the sheri! 
would have left his jail unguarded 
with Parker there had a law mad 
him responsible for dereliction r 
ing in a lynching of one of his pr 
oners? Should anyone other than an 
incipient mobster object to the stron; 
est possible laws on the subject? 
FRANKLIN JONES 
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WASHINGTON 
PERSPECTIVE: 
GRANITE GLOW 


WASHINGTON 
Men, it’s good to be gone, I realize 
have missed the Governor’s Janu- 
speech delivered again Monday, 
he rush to introduce the bills, the 
hushed rumors of caucuses in august 
irroundings, and Preston Weather- 
‘s convocation of the devils to 
ire each other. All that excitement 
Austin—in Washington nothing, 
thing but the steady claketing and 
rinding of the Johnson-Rayburn 
pecial Laws Selector Assembly. A 
labor agitators have poured sand 
the fuel, but the gears still grind, 
en if the master mechanic is swal- 
ving nervously, and coaxing in- 
tead of cursing. 
\We wax theoretical to explain the 
\ustin impasse. We're in a _ tran- 
tional phase. We are confronted by 
lemocracy’s dilemma, three irrecon- 
lable minorities composing the 
vhole. A claw in the federal eagle’s 
nest, we dangle over the state’s bluff. 
ind so on. 


But the truth is, men, you don't 
ive Lyndon and Sam. Now that 
ould be a day! Can‘t you see the 
Blanco Blitz ensconed in Ben Ram- 
ys office, wheedling Senator Wei- 
nert, sending out a runner to head off 
Wild Man Gonzalez on H. B. 15¢, 
persuading Senator Moore to absent 
himself, or Senator Bradshaw to re- 
srse himself ? 


\nd whack! the gavel would crack 
i the House like a pistol shot, and 
the House Rules-for-Rayburn Com- 
mittee would scurry to “the foot of 
jim Hogg” and the knee of the Boss 
from Bonham. 


No, though it seems un-Texan we 
must ‘love truth first: Ben’s not 
Lyndon and Waggoner’s not Sam. 
Chose who decide knew genius when 
they saw it and sent them where they 
ould stop the most good, 


In our Capitol we must be content 
vith a more lovely evening giow in 
the granite stone, a more sensual rise 
nd fall of the lawn, and a friendly 
sense among us. Ben rules by a two- 


it all the time, and who with such 

whip could not drive the flock? 
Waggoner, he is a special case, a 
sensitive politician who wishes to pro- 
tect his big business prospects from 
lis liberal colleagues and his liberal 
lleagues from the unwholesome 
side-effects of an uncooperative spir- 

A friendly man, he is fair to all, 

weakness in politics; he delivers 

‘ the oilmen, but at least he says 
thank you. 


No, men, it’s good to be gone for 
1 while. Better a good honest autoc- 
racy than Preston Weatherred in his 
‘Adolphus Towers.” If we can’t have 
democracy, at least, efficiency! 


R. D. 





Poplarville, Mississippi, U. S. A., 1959 
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Facts and Futures on Texans in Washington | 


WASHINGTON 

The sense of thecity seems 
to be that the Congress has 
done little of moment so far 
this year. 

President Eisenhower criticized 
them for failing to act on three 
of his projects. During Sen. Lyn- 
don Johnson's week of rest in 





Texas, Sens. Paul Douglas and 
Joe Clark laid plans for another | 
attack on tax loopholes, with | 
Douglas to take the oil depletion | 
again (Sen. Williams 


allowance 


has a flat 15 percent bill, but/ 
Douglas prefers to graduate the | 
rate to leave independent pro- | 
ducers alone) 

Johnson returned to the city | 


this week but took no immediate | 


position on the issue of the Sen- 


ate’s confirmation of Admiral} 
Strauss as Secretary of Com-| 
merce 

Senator Ralph Yarborough as| 


a member of the committee 
which has been hearing the tur- 
bulent attacks and defenses on 
Strauss’s character, truthfulness, 
and role in the Dixon-Yates scan- 
dal, voted against Strauss in the 


closed committee meeting Tues- | 
day and may make a floor| 
speech. With about 35 senators | 


reported now opposed to Strauss, 
the issue has materialized, should | 
his rejection be made an issue of | 
Democratic regularity? On this | 
question Johnson's attitude would | 
be decisive, since he does not call 
caucuses to decide such ques- 
tions 

It was reported in Washington 
prior to the debate on the Ken- 
nedy labor bill that Johnson 
might call a caucus On that sub- 
ject and then sit back and dodge 
the sparks. A newsmagazine to- 
ward which Johnson is not 
friendly so speculated, and John- 
son let it be known, No Caucus. 

Yarborough caused a stir in 
Washington by opposing the ten- 
tative proposal to dump atomic 
wastes in the Gulf of Mexico. He 
warned that not enough is known 
to risk the breakup of the con- 
tainers and the distribution of 
radioactivity all along the Gulf 
Coast. 

Speaker Rayburn broke the 
rules committee blockade of the 
Democrats’ public housing bill, 
delivering on his promise to the 
liberal Democrats who had de- 
manded liberalization of the com- 
mittee. Rayburn had promised he 
would jar loose any vital legisla- 
tion blocked, and last week he 
told the committee chairman he 
would use extraordinary parlia- 
mentary maneuvers to bypass the 


committee unless the bill were 
given a tavorable report. Two 
members of the committee then 


changed their votes and the bill 

was sent to the floor, 8 to 4 
‘However, conservative Demo- 

crats and the Republicans began 
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organizing at once to dilute the| last December attended also by 
& 


bill in the House debates, and the 
decision was to be close.) 


Johnson will have to cope with | 


a situation which has developed 
in the Senate as a result of the 
unemployment bill snafu in con- 
ference Johnson 
fused to support the liberals’ 
move to liberalize the unemploy- 


committee re- 


ment pay program, anc when a 
liberal amendment prevailed in 
the Senate, the Senate conferees 


to adjust differences with the 


| person 


|} and 
| presidency was a possibility be- 
| hind this meeting, 


} Can 


House turned out to have a ma-/ 


jority who had opposed the lib- 
eralizatic Sens 
rey, Javits, and O'Mahoney 


pose to reform the rules so that 


on 
pro- 
conference committees must re- 
flect the majority 


each house 


sentiment 


- Officials at the Democratic 
National Commitee rank the} 
Truman anniversary closed-cir- 


cuit observances as most SuCCeSS- | 
ful in Houston, Texas, Gary, In- | 
diana, and San Francisco. The| 
Houston event was sponsored, of | 
course, by the Harris County, 
Democrats. There was pleasure in 
some and peeve in| 
others, of reports re-| 
ceived Johnson was | 
booed the Houston | 
event 


circles here, 
because 
that Sen 


twice during 


The 
have 
Rayburn, 


Scripps-Howard papers 
reported that Speaker 
in partnership with his 
brothers, received $500 in 1957 
from the U.S. government to help 
pay the cost of “controlling com- 
petitive shrubs” on a farm they 
own. They also collected $103.46 
in 1956 as the government's part 
of “constructing a livestock water | 
dam or reservoir.” 

The senior senator, Johnson, 
was paid $400 for conservation 
practices on his LBJ ranch at 
Johnson City, the papers also re- 


ported. Sen. Clinton Anderson, 
wealthy New Mexico insurance 
and real estate man, received 





$31,207.71 from various farm pro- | 
grams since 1956, the report said. | 


— 


Wright Morrow of Houston, 
former Democratic national 
committeeman, testified before a 
Senate subcommittee in favor of 


Clark, Humph- | 

| Texas 

| he did not initiate the call, and 

| he discussed the issues in a neu- 

in tral way, it is well represented to 
| the Observer here. 





| opposition 


Adlai Stevenson, Thomas K. Fin- 
letter, and a few other satraps in 
Democratic liberalism. From one 
present the Observer 
learned Yarborough ‘scored” with 
the group—they liked him, were 
convinced both of his intelligence 
integrity. Whether the vice- 


the Observer 
only speculate; Yarborough, 
and the people around him are 
very close-mouthed about it. 


Congressman Jim Wright did 
H. B. 158 with a 
legislator, although 


discuss 
State 





(0 Johnson’s camp were stung 

by the attacks on him in the 
Texas House, and there was a 
feeling that the situation some- 
how had been botched up—even 
some apprehension that Gov. 
Daniel's evident indifference to 
the bill unless he was protected 
might indicate he is hoping for 
support from liberals if he can- 
not get support from Johnson 
next May. 


(0 The form of the issues of the 

May, 1960, convention is not 
crystallized, but in Washington 
Texans generally understand that 
Gov. Daniel wants to be the dele- 
gation chairman (in exchange, 
possibly, for his support of John- 
son for president). Of course, 
Johnson also might want this job 





for himself, and he must be 
alarmed about the prospects of 
the liberal attitude if he supports 
Daniel. The bantering questions 
have already begun—whom will 
the liberals support for chairman, 
the man who bolted for Ike in 
‘52, or the man who helped gut 
them in several state conven- 
tions? They haven’t even heard 
the question yet; but they will. 


(] The Dallas Morning News re- 

recently sought to range Yar- 
borough on Sen. Proxmire’s side 
against Johnson. Yarborough had 
commended The Progressive 
magazine on its 50th anniversary, 
and it happened that a page in 
the anniversary issue slammed 
Johnson around vis-a-vis Prox- 
mire. R.D. 





TEACHER’S VIEW 





EDUCATION COURSES NEEDED 


The following article, by high 
school math teacher Sam Gibbs 
of Channelview, Texas, presents 
the professional educationist in 
to the Isaack’s bill, 
which would reduce from 24 to 
12 hours the education courses 
required for secondary’ school 
teachers. Endorsed by the Ob- 
server and stoutly opposed by 
the Texas State Teachers Assn., 
the Issacks bill passed the House 


| but died in the Senate. 


CHANNELVIEW 
The Observer has stated 
in editorial support of a bill 
to reduce the number of edu- 
cation courses required for a 
professional teachers certifi- 
cate that “any reasonably in- 
telligent person who really 
knows a subject can teach 
it.” While there is a growing 
number of intelligent sup- 
porters of this technique for 
relieving the shortage of 
competent teachers, the 
statement is as misleading as 
would be the contention that 
any reasonably intelligent 
newspaper editor can control 
the Texas legislature. 


Neither the growing need for 


the Talmadge resolution to give|™more good teachers nor the fail- 
the states complete control of the | Ure of our schools adequately to 


schools. “In my opinion,” he said, 
“the present court has completely 
disavowed judicial restraint.” 


| 


— 


Prospects are not bright for | 
Padre Island park legislation | 
this session. Secretary of the In-| 
terior Seaton is for some new na- | 
tional parks, but he won't say | 
which ones. Sen. Yarborough, in- | 
cidentally, has not taken a stand | 
for an 88-mile park, as reports in | 
Texas indicated; his position is | 
that the park should be as large 
as possible, but he has not desig- 
nated a length. 


Yarborough is regarded with 

respect and appreciation 
among the liberal Democrats in 
the Senate. One symptom of this 
is the senatorial talent he has 
been able to command for his 
weekly interviews over about 120 
Texas radio stations and 22 TV 
Stations. Thus far he has inter- 
viewed Sens. John Kennedy (on 
labor reform), Jennings Ran- 
dolph (on federal aid to educa- 
tion), Stuart Symington (on agri- 


culture), Hubert Humphrey (on 
food for peace), William Ful- 
bright (on foreign policy), and 


Estes Kefauver (on his bill to es- 
tablish a department for consum- 
ers, which Yarborough co-au- 
thored). 


(0 Yarborough was a special 
guest, the Observer has 
learned, at a New York dinner 
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prepare 100% of their students 


| for college should be allowed to 


lead us to the conclusion that 
our schools need more teachers 
with less pedagogical training for 
a curriculm which, in any dy- 
namic society, requires contin- 
ous revision and differentiation. 
Furthermore, thousands of sub- 
ject matter specialists—and many 
who have no college degree at 
all—are now and have been 
legally employed in Texas pub- 
lic schools for years, under “tem- 
porary”, “emergency” certifi- 
cates. 

To grant a professional certifi- 
cate to any BA graduate is some- 
what comparable to granting a 
general medical license to a ton- 
sillectomist whose training con- 
sisted solely of pre-medical and 
throat-dissection courses. (As a 
matter of fact, such a practioner 
would perhaps be more nearly 
qualified in that he, unlike the 
teacher, can select his clients.) 
Again, would the Observer be 
willing to entrust a libel suit to 
an attorney whose training con- 
sisted of 24 semester-hours of 
libel law and none in court pro- 
cedure, evidence, bibliography, 
etc.? Could the fourth estate be 
expected to serve its public pur- 
poses more nobly and efficiently 
if prospective journalists were 
restricted to the study of the 
subject matter of newspapers to 
the exclusion of courses in news 
gathering, reporting, editing, il- 
lustrations, feature articles, pub- 
lic relations, advertising, the 


or 





press and contemporary affairs, 
history of journalism, mass com- 
munication in today’s world, the 
ethics of journalism and the two 
dozen or so other courses offered 
in a typical department of jour- 
nalism? (To this question, we 
can only plead substantial ignor- 
ance as the Observer's editor and 
associate editor jointly took a 
total of two journalism courses 
in undergraduate or graduate 
school.—Ed.) 


OW CAN WE be assured that 

Texas’ public schools will be 
improved as a result of exclud- 
ing the subject matter of some 
or all of the following education 
courses from the preparation of 
the professional teacher: the 
history of educatiorl, philosophy 
of education, theories and prin- 
ciples of education, organization 
and administration of the Ameri- 
can public school system, psy- 
chology of learning, child or ad- 
olescent psychology, tests and 
measurements including  inter- 
pretation of nationally standard- 
aptitude and interest test re- 
sults, audio-visual aids to learn- 
ing, organization, articulation and 
modification of the curriculum, 
seminars on recent advances in 
pertinent subject areas, obser- 
vation and practice-teaching. 

It is granted further that many 
public school teachers, including 
the dedicated, would occasionally 
prefer to ignore some of the cur- 
rent and historical demands be- 
ing placed upon them. Most 
teachers, at times, would gladly 
limit their roles to the imparta- 
tion of solid hunks of collegiate 
subject matter and to hell with 
Student Number 38, via paddle 
or report card, who does not re- 
spond with high electronic fidel- 
ity at the push of a button. 
Would that it were so simple to 
“transmit the cultural heritage; 
to develop “happy and _ useful 
citizens”, to impart not only 
knowledge but also understand- 
ing, habits and skills, attitudes 
and appreciations, to instill social 
responsibility, civic competence, 
economic efficiency and_ self- 
realization—not to mention keep- 
ing the youth out of the labor 


market, the streets and their 
parents’ hair. 
E SHORTAGE OF compe- 


tent school teachers will be 
relieved when the public is able 
to persuade larger numbers of 
college freshmen and sophomores 
that it wants better teachers than 
were provided for these fresh- 
men and sophomores. The per- 
suasion will require either salar- 
ies comparable with other col- 
legiate alternatives or a convinc- 
ing public repudiation of the 
notion that the dollar is the 
measure of all things. 
Additionally, many school dis- 
tricts in the state are devoid of 





the initative or the professional 
know-how to inmauguarate  cur- 
ricular revision of adequate pro- 
grams of vocational and edu- 
cational counselling. If there is 
anything significant in the now 
heralded Soviet educational and 
scientific program, it is her selec- 
tive academic system, which 
channels more than 50% of the 
student population into non-col- 
legiate career-training by the enc 
of the sixth grade, according to 
some reports. 

Moreover, the futile desire of 
some teachers to restrict the area 
of the 12-year school program 
to subjects for the college-bound 
student is as indefensible as is 
the lack-luster, lack-guts charac- 
ter of many faculty members in 
the state’s teachers colleges. The 
incompetence of these instructors 
long ago inspired a corollary to 
the old adage: “Those who can- 
not do, teach; those who cannot 
teach, teach teachers.” To these 
must be added the growing num- 
ber of irresponsible local school 
administrators all too many of 
whom are ex-athletic coaches 
who were kicked upstairs after 
a streak of losses to rival school 
board members and drug-store 
quarterbacks. The latter category 
of school patrons will be recog- 
nized more euphemistically as 
booster clubs. Their agents are 
known variously as _ principals, 
superintendents, educational au- 
thorities and the Texas State 
Teachers Association. 


These are some of the factors 
which account for the thousands 
of Texas high school students 
who are as criminally neglected 
as the “inmates” of other state 
institutions so eloquently ex- 
posed by the Observer. 

SAM GIBBS 
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An Historical Note 


* * 


* 


Refinements In Texas Politics 


(Charles Ramsdell, historian 
and writer, has published numer- 
ous articles on Texas history. His 
book San Antonio is due to be 
published this fall. He is cur- 
rently at work on Highlights of 
Texas History under contract to 
Random House.) 


| 


The typical Texan of 1827 is 
described by Henry Smith, who 
became, in the revolution against 
the tyrant Santa Anna, our first 
Anglo-American governor. Smith 
had barely crossed the border 
into the Mexican state of Texas 
when he was greeted by a pio- 
neer colonist “who thought what 
he pleased and spoke freely and 
boldly what he thought.” 


Smith was delighted, of course: 
his words would apply just as 
aptly to himself. Indeed, they 
would apply to most of the Tex- 
ans who lived in the rude, unre- 
fined days of the past century, 
including the politicians. 


Let us riffle a few pages of 


history and see how simple- 
minded our forefathers’ were, 
even the successful politicians 


among them, how far we have 
advanced in the refinement of 
political techniques. 


I] 


“Sam Houston!” 


The voice of the presiding offi- 
cer, at high noon, March 16, 1861, 
paralyzed each member of the 
secession convention in the 
crowded hall of the state capitol 
building. Would Old Sam back 
down? That was the only rea- 
sonable thing for him to do. 
What else was left for him but 
political ruin, ostracism? 


in the darkness 
sat and 
he 


The old man, 
of his basement office, 
rocked. With a _ pen-knife 
whittled a piece of soft pine. 

“Sam Houston!”’ 


The convention, silent, scarcely 
stirred. Now was Old Sam’s last 
chance to take the oath of loy- 
alty to the Confederacy, his last 
chance to keep his office as Gov- 
ernor of Texas. 


The old man sat in the dark 
basement and whittled and 
rocked. He had _ stood _ before 
threatening crowds, and he had 
said: “Some of you laugh to 
scorn the idea of secession and 
jocularly propose to drink all the 
blood that will ever flow in con- 
sequence of it. But let me tell 
you what is coming on the heels 
of secession. The time will come 
when your fathers and husbands, 
your sons and brothers, will be 
herded together like sheep and 
cattle at the point of the bayonet, 
and your mothers and brothers 
and sisters and daughters will 
ask, where are they? And echo 
will answer, where?” 


“Sam Houston!” 

The old man sat in his chair 
and rocked. He whittled trifles 
out of soft pine: crosses, gar- 
lands of roses. Two years later 
he was dead. He did not wish to 
see his prophecy come true. 


Il 


On the opposite side of this 
conflict, no less uncompromising 
than Houston, stood Thomas H. 
Reagan, who became postmaster 
general of the Confederacy. In 
his youth he had Houston’s bless- 
ing; Old Sam praised his “gen- 
us,” his integrity. 


From prison in Boston, at the 
close of the war, Reagan wrote to 





the people of Texas an open let- 
ter of counsel, which he hoped 
would help them to find a smooth 
way through the snares and pit- 
falls of reconstruction, which he 
foresaw. The state, he said, was 
in the position of a conquered na- 
tion. Its government would not 
be restored until it adopted a 
policy acceptable to the will of 
the conquerors. “A refusal to ac- 
cede to these conditions would 
only result in a prolongation of 
the time during which you will 
be deprived of the civil govern- 
ment of your own choice, and 
will continue subject to military 
rule.” In order to avoid this dan- 
ger it was necessary to recognize 
the supreme authority of the 
United States government and its 
right to protect itself against se- 
cession, and to recognize the ab- 
olition of slavery and the right of 
freedmen to the privileges and 
protection of the law. 


The response to this disinter- 
ested appeal was a_ storm of 
abuse as furious as any that had 
howled around Houston. Reagan 
returned to his farm near Pales- 
tine and ploughed his fields for a 
scant living. There the Republi- 
cans came to offer him high of- 
fice, which he _ rejected with 
scorn. He wrote another open let- 
ter to the people of Texas, urging 
qualified suffrage for the freed- 
men and wider privileges for 
them in the courts. This letter re- 
ceived the same abuse as the 
first one. Not until his warnings 





Charles Ramsdell 


were proved valid by the horrors 
of reconstruction was Reagan for- 
given by the people and allowed 
to resume his political career, as 
congressman and as senator. 





In the early ’90’s he was chosen 
by Governor James S. Hogg for 
the first Texas railroad commis- 
sion; there, in his old age, he 
fought against and defeated the 
power of the railroad corpora- 
tions that were preying on the 
state and corrupting its legisla- 


IV 


It was Governor Hogg who 


said, “Either the people will rule 
the corporations, or the corpora- 
tions will rule the people.” 


In choosing Reagan, who had 
been in his youth the protege of 
Sam Houston, for his adjutant in 
the war on predatory railroads, 
Hogg affirmed his faith in a tra- 
dition. That tradition had a few 
simple tenets. One was that the 
paramount concern of the politi- 
cian was to safeguard the free- 
doms, economic as well as civil, 
of the people as a whole. A corol- 
lary was that the politician, once 
having resolved on the course of 
action best calculated to protect 
the people, should follow his 
course fearlessly, without regard 
for political expediency or even 
for personal safety. 


There was no place in this tra- 
dition for favored classes. Hogg, 
sympathetic to the grievances of 
the farmer, tried to adopt the 
program of the Populists insofar 
as it did not conflict with the 
general interest. But his bitter 
opposition, in the ’90’s, was from 
the new urban class which was 
just growing up, and with a taste 
of wealth and a smattering of 
what passed for education in that 
day and place, was already begin- 
ning to preen itself with the as- 
surance of, being the Best People. 








It was this class—to which ev- 
erybody hankered to belong, 
even college professors, even 
newspapermen—which dominated 
the political scene after the 
great influence of Hogg and his 
friends had spent itself in the 
early 1900s. What was good for 
the Country Club set was good 
for the country. The idolatry of 
wealth that this creed implied 
soon made it easy for the corpor- 
ations to rule the people. The re- 
gency of big business attained a 
glorious apogee in the adminis- 
tration of, Governor Allan Shiv- 
ers, to whom a Country Club was 
a holy temple. 


The name of Hogg was. sstill 
magic in Texas when a silver- 
tongued orator named Joseph 
Deldon Bailey began his rise to 
power. Bailey, a lifelong employe 
of the Standard Oil Company, 
taught a generation of fledgling 


politicians the priceless tech- 
nique of diversion. He never 
talked about corporations: he 


talked about Home, Mother and 
Southern Womanhood. The peo- 


ple revered him as a spowess 


idealist. 


V 


Later, in Jim Ferguson and 
again in W. Lee O’Daniel, politi- 
cians who were interested only 
in their personal fortunes, the 
farmers were persuaded, by arts 
familiar to us all, that they had 
found at last a successor to Jim 
Hogg. The antics of these charla- 
tans were not approved by the 
Best People, whose position was 
so strengthened as a consequence 
of the public revulsion that they 
were able “to defeat Homer 
Rainey and bring the administra- 
tions of Beauford Jester and Al- 
lan Shivers on the state. In 
those years, when money and 
power were a perfect equation, 
the technique of diversion ac- 
quired a new refinement. This 
was the myth of the Typical 
Texan, industriously built up by 
both Governors (“Texans are a 
Race of People”). The Typical 
Texan of 1952 loved to see white- 
faced corporations grazing at will 
on his broad unfenced prairies. 
He hated the old Federal gov- 
ernment for trying to bring in 
branding-irons and barbed wire. 
It was about this time that the 
theory, still widely held, was set 
forth, that the Texas Revolution 
against Santa Anna was fought to 
prevent the Federal Government 
of Mexico from interfering with 


the freedom of the Humble Oil 
Company. 
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Spunk 

Sirs: Will you please mail a 
marked copy of the May 16 
server containing the article 
lucement,” to Hon. Wayne Morse, 
Senate Office Bldg., Washington 
and bill. I wrote him a letter 
commending his spunk 

H. N. Harpin, 902 S. Murray 
Victoria, Texas 


Lonesome Democrats 





ers and developers to 
leaving Mr. 


exploit, 
Average Tax-payer 
out? Just wondering? 


Lewis B. Griffin, 
Edna, Houston, 17. 


Sr., 7613 


Representation 


Sirs: You will agree that we 


| do not always get true represen- 


Sirs: I personally agreed in full | 


with the letter written by Mrs 
Moody. There are some f us 
“true blue, unlabeled democrats 
who have no love and certainly 
can find no honor in 
It is a disgrace to the people of 
Texas when our 
bills to aid LBJ and refuse 
give aid to the masses by defeat- 
ing the minimum wage la I ad- 
mire those few, 
crats in our legislature who had 
the courage to stand up and be 
counted against HB 

Mrs. V. B. Cook, 1900 
son, Amarillo. 


i€Z1 | I pass 


lonesor iemo- 


Granite Shoals 

Sirs: As reported Housto 
Chronicle, May 15, U.S enator 
Lyndon Johnson buys 500 front 
feet on Granite Shoa Lake in 
Llano County. Now th ne of 
those tax financed 
lakes whose shores have been 
left'in the hands of pr 


tation in our legislature at Aus- 
tin. ... Let me single out one of 


| the many reasons: our neighbor's 


son finishes his law _ course, 
passes the bar examination and 
has no place to “hang out his 
shingle.” So he runs for the leg- 


| islature, hoping to rack up a few 


retainer fees. To whom does he 


| look for his treasure? Whose in- 


terest will he likely protect with 
his vote? Since John Public 
needs no lawyers, he hires none. 


| By the same token, he has no 


representation. The young law- 
yer gets his job and John Q. pays 
the tax—all because we wanted 
to give a young man a chance. 

J. J. Bates, 3900 Sanger, Waco, 


| Tex. 


| neuvering to 
| Nixon 


Johnson vs. Nixon 

Sirs: If the Big Business Re- 
publicans succeed in their ma- 
get Johnson vs. 
in the 1960 race, they 
won't have to campaign as they 
will have it made, regardless of 
outcome. 

Mrs. B. B. Terrell, 
Hills Blvd., Dallas. 


8547 Foz. 








LEGALS 


NOTICE 
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 
Notice is hereby given that the 


partnership firm of Aero-Charter 
of Houston will be dissolved, and 
notice is also hereby given of the 
intention of said firm to become 
{incorporated under the name of 
Aero-Charter of Houston, Inc 
Witness my hand this 16 day of 
March, 1959. 
AERO-CHARTER OF HOUSTON 
By JAMES R. FISH 
One of the Partners 
CITATION BY PUBLICATION 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 
To Lorane Atwell W ms De- 
fendant, in the hereir fter styled 
and numbered caus¢ 
You are hereby commanded to 
appear before the 126th District 
Court of Travis Count Texas 
to be held at the courthouse of 
said county in the City of Austin, 
Travis County, Texas, at be- 
fore 10 o'clock A. M. of first 
Monday after the expiration of 
42 days from the date of issuance 


hereof; that is to say, at or be- 
fore, 10 o’clock A. M. of Monday 
the 29th day of June, 1959, and 
answer the petition of plaintiff 
in Cause Number 112,326, in 
which Marguerite Connell Wil- 
liams is Plaintiff and Lorane At- 
well Williams is defendant, filed 
in said Court on the Ist day of 
December, 1958, and the nature 
of which said suit is as follows: 

Being an action-and prayer for 
judgment in favor of Plaintiff 
and against Defendant for decree 
of divorce dissolving the bonds 
of matrimony heretofore and 
now existing between said par- 
ties; Plaintiff alleges cruel treat- 
ment on the part of the Defen- 
dant towards her of such a 
nature as to render their further 
living together as husband and 
wife. altogether insupportable; 
Plaintiff furthur alleges that no 
children were born of said union 
and no community property was 
accumulated by the parties; 
Plaintiff further prays for the 
restoration of her maiden name 
of Marguerite Connell, and for 
the costs of suit and relief, gen- 
eral and special; 

(Continued on Page 8) 
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Over $120 Million 
Od Industies Life 
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Insurance 
In Force 
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CERTIFICATE NO. 16 


TO WHOM IT MAY 
This is to certi ty 


STATE BOARD OF INSURANCE 
of the 
STATE OF TEXAS 


CONCERN: 


== 


COMPANY NO. 01-39600 


Austin, Texas, April 30, 1959 





HIGH PLAINS LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY 


PLAINVIEW, TEXAS 


has according to 1 statement complied with the laws of 


Texas as conditions precedent to its doing business in this state, 
and I have issued to said Company a Certificate of Authority 
from this office entitling it to do business in this State for the 
peiiod ending May 31, 196 


and my seal of office at ustin, 
2 written. 


WM. A. HARRISON 
Commissioner of Insurance 


Given under my hand 
Texas, the date first abo. 
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Recent Memories of Anger 


YOAKUM 


The workers of Tex-Tan have 
expressed themselves: They want 
a union. They have asked their 
employers to sign a contract with 
the Amalgamated Meat Cutters 
that 
a pay in- 
crease, a guarantee of fair piece 


& Butcher Workmen. In 


contract they want 


rates, paid holidays, longer vaca- 
tions, hospitalization and insur- 
ance benefits. Under the direc- 
tion of the National Labor Rela- 
tions Board, a secret-ballot elec- 
tion was held on March 6. The 


next to last paragraph of the ar- 
ticle read: “We don't know Mr. 
Parr and we don't say that he is 
a Communist or ever has been a 
Communist, because we have no 
proof pertaining to him person- 
ally.” 

After these stories appeared in 
the town's only paper and in pa- 
| Pers close by, the union tried to 
| reply Parr said that efforts to 
| buy paid advertising space was 








turned down. The union turned 


ito handbills | 


| When contract negctiations be-| 


same thing to you?” 

Replies Horton, the real ques- 
tion is: “Is Welhausen going to 
let Weiss try to do the same 
thing to the workers at Tex- 
Tan?” The union official added 
that Welhausen’s charge the un- 
ion “forgot” about its strike ben- 
etits “is a statement that is com- 
pletely untrue.” 

The union has _ distributed a 
leaflet published by the Garment 
Workers in San Antonio, entitled 
“OUTRAGE ... in San Antonio” 
and subtitled, “Throwback to 


workers voted for the Meat Cut-/ gan after the union won the elec- | Terrible Thirties.” The front page 
ters Union and its Houston local! tion, the company brought in as!|of this leaflet reproduces photo- 


103 by a vote of 194-67 

Tex-Tan is Yoakum's biggest 
industry. In this town of some 
7.200 people, it is a dominating 
factor in business, civic and po- 
litical affairs. Tex-Tan Co. em- 
ploys some 300 production work- 
ers who make leather goods— 


billfolds, belts, whips and other | 


articles—and operate a tannery. 
The plant has been in Ycakum 
for about 40 years. Formerly it 
was locally owned, but in recent 
years was purchased by Eastern 
interests and is now a subsidiary 
of American Industries, Inc. a 
holding company formed when 
the old American Hide and Lea- 
ther Co. liquidated its interests 


in tanneries at Ballston Spa, NY. | 


and Lowell, Mass. 

The workers of Tex-Tan are 
descendants principally 
man, Czech and Bohemian set- 
tlers who immigrated to Texas in 
the late 19th Century. A large 
number are Catholic but Prot- 
estant denominations common to 


rural Texas are represented, too. | 
Against this backdrop, the con- | 


tract negotiations now dragging 
along in Yoakum have been in- 
terlarded with charges of “com- 
munistic influences.” 

In a two-column  bold-face 
headline on Page 1 in the Lavaca 
County Tribune of Halletsville, 
the union was described in this 
manner: 


“Tex Tan Union in Yoakum 
Found With Strongly 
Communistic Background” 
The Hattesville paper is under 
the same ownership as the Yoa- 
kum Herald-Times. The Yoakum 
paper in one of its most recent 
news stories, said: 
“Communistic Influence In 
Tex Tan Union Negotiations” 
Below that, a subheading read: 
“Do We want Communist 
Influence To Ruin This 
Town and Community?” 
Neither in the article nor else- 
where in the Yoakum paper was 
it revealed that the story itself 
had been furnished to the news- 
paper by the Tex-Tan company 
attorney, a source that was re- 
vealed to the Observer when its 
reporter questioned Walter Ma- 
lec, editor and publisher. Malec 
is a man who believes unions are 
bad for small towns. His com- 
pany does a substantial business 
furnishing printing for Tex-Tan. 
Asked if he thought members 
of the union who work at Tex- 
Tan were communists, Malec 
laughed at the question. “They’re 
Catholics” he explained. Asked 
if he had checked the material 
furnished him by the company, 
Malec said he had not, because 
he felt confident it was reliable 
—"it was from the Congressional 
Record and the House UnAmeri- 
can Activities Committee.” He 
had not asked the union for a re- 
ply or comment before or after 
printing the article, Malec said. 
The article in Malec’s paper 
contained an attack on Phil Parr, 
an international representative 
for the Amalgamated Meat Cut- 
ters & Butcher Workmen of 
North America. It was pointed 
out Parr once worked for the Fur 
and Leather Workers, a no- 
longer existing union which was 
linked with Communism. The 


of Ger-| 


gotiator, Theo Weiss, a selection 
| which alarmed the local union 
| representatives. Weiss, president 
| of the San Antonio Chamber of 
| Commerce, was chief negotiator 
|for Tex-Son, the San Antonio 
| garment manufacturing company | 
| which is currently beset by labor | 
|troubles. He is regarded as a 
|“union-buster” by Texas labor 
| officials. 

Union hostility to Weiss cen- 
|ters around his role in the Tex- 
|Son dispute with the San An- 
tonio local of the International 
| Ladies’ Garment Workers’ Union 
| which for years had negotiated 
peaceful agreements. Early this 


Al Hieken 


1) negotiations for con- 
| tract renewal broke down. There 
was trouble on the picket lines 
|involving the striking women 
}and policemen, some of whom 
were on the company’s payroll. 

Irving Horton, the union’s sec- 
retary-treasurer of local 103, re- 
called to the Observer that Weiss | 
and the meat cutter’s union had 
first crossed swords in San An- 
tonio in 1955 when the union 
struck Roegelein Provision Com- 
pany. Said Horton: “The Roege- 
lein company had peaceful nego- 
tiations with its employees. The 
first time Weiss came into the ne- 
gotiations, the result was a bitter 
strike. The pattern at Roegelein| 
and at Tex-Son, and the pattern | 
developing here at Tex-Tan— | 
they all seem the same.” 

C. C. Welhausen, Tex-Tan gen- 
eral manager, addressed a letter) 
to “Dear Fellow Tex~Tan Em- | 
ployees,” on January 28, prior to! 
the employee’s vote on whether | 
or not to have a union. 

Welhausen wrote: 

“The Amalgamated Meat Cut- 
ters Union, which is trying to get 
you to vote for it, in 1955 con- 
vinced a majority of the employ- 
ees of Roegelein Provision Com- 
pany in San Antonio to make it 
their agent. On January 25, 1955, 
this union called a strike at 
Roegelein’s and almost two hun- 
dred employees followed the lead 
of the Amalgamated Meat Cut- 
ters and went on strike. The 
strike lasted for a year and a 
half. It was finally settled in 
May of 1956. 

“During the strike, the people 
who had made the union their 
agent and followed the union out 
on strike suffered terribly. The 
strike benefits which the union 
had promised were forgotten 
about by the union after the 
strike got started. Many of them 
had great difficulty feeding their 
families. Roegelein exercised the 
right any employer has and em- 
ployed new people to operate its 
plant. Within a short time, the 
plant was operating at normal 
with the people who refused to 
strike and the new employees. 
The union did everything it 
could to hurt the company. 

“As a result of following the 
Amalgamated Meat Cutters, 
something like one hundred fifty 
employees, who had had good 
jobs, lost these jobs. 

“Are you going to let the Amal- 


| its attorney and as a leading : 

















gamated Meat Cutters do the 


graphs showing police wrestling 
a woman picket in front of Tex- 
Son garment factory. Along with 
this, the Meat Cutters in Yoakum 
included a short mimeographed 
message: “Outrage ... is Yoakum 
next? In San Antonio, the Roege- 
lein Packing Company had peace- 
ful relations with its employees 
—Lawyer Weiss came into the 
negotiations for the first time. 
Result—a bitter strike. Tex-Son 


| workers had peaceful contractual 


relations for years with their em- 
ployer—Lawyer Weiss came on 
the scene. Result—A_ bloody 
strike. IN YOAKUM—Lawyer 
Weiss is now in Yoakum for Tex- 
Tan negotiations—Result-??? Is 
Weiss a Peace Maker or a strike 


maker?” 
The same day Welhausen is- 
sued his “Dear Fellow Tex Tan 


Employee” letter, he issued a no- 
tice to all employees that Shop 
Rule 23 had been rewritten to 
provide that “threatening, intimi- 
dating, or coercing” employees 
“on or off company property” 
was forbidden. 

The notice added that ‘solicit- 
ing’ any employee while on duty 
or while at work also was for- 
bidden. “During an employee's 
free time, he or she, of course, 
may discuss anything that he or 
she pleases so long as it does not 
give rise to any disturbance or 
otherwise interfere with good or- 
der in the plant.” 


Two days later Welhausen 
wrote another letter referring to 
unfair labor practice charges 


filed against the company and 
denying that two women were 
discharged for union activity. He 
said the women were laid off “for 
lack of work.” He said they had 
now been _ re-employed and 


|“Whether or not they belonged 


to a union had nothing to do with 
their layoff or re-employment.” 
He said the company recognized 
the workers had the right to be- 
long to a union if they desired 
but he also added: “It also be- 
lieves that any problems can best 
be worked out between Tex Tan 
and its employees on a local basis 
without the interference of out- 
siders from Chicago and else- 
where who may not always have 
the best interest of local people 
in mind. ‘ 

These references were appar- 
ently directed at the union’s in- 
ternational representative, Phil 
Parr of Chicago, and _ its vice 
president, Abe Feinglass, direc- 
tor of the Amalgamated’s Fur 
and Leather Department. To un- 
ion men, the charge was particu- 
larly irksome because the com- 
pany itself is not locally owned 
and one of the union heroes of 
the subsequent NLRB election 
was international representative 
Alon K. McCord who was born 
and reared in Yoakum. 


After the union’s election vic- 
tory came negotiations, the ar- 
rival from San Antonio of Weiss, 
and deadlock extending to the 
present time. Work goes on at 
Tex-Tan while contract talks con- 
tinue. Meanwhile, in Yoakum, 
there are new emotions and an- 
gry memories of the recent past. 





THE TEXAS OBSERVER 
Page 8 May 23, 1959 





LEGALS 
(Continued from Page 7) 


All of which more fully ap- 
pears from _ Plaintiff's Original 
Petition on file in this office and 
to which reference is here made; 

If this citation is not served 
within 90 days after date of its 
issuance, it shall be returned un- 


served. 

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR., 
Clerk of the District Courts of 
Travis County, Texas. 

Issued and given under my 
hand and the seal of said Court 
at office in the City of Austin, 
this the 13th day of May, 1959. 

O. T. MARTIN, JR. 


Clerk of the District Courts, 
Travis County, Texas. 
By G. W. BICKLER, Deputy. 





CITATION BY PUBLICATION 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 
TO Dean Richard Geitner, De- 
fendant, in the hereinafter styled 
and numbered cause: 
You are hereby commanded to 
appear before the 126th District 
ourt of Travis County, Texas, 
to be held at the Courthouse of 
said county in the City of Austin, 
Travis County, Texas, at or be- 
fore 10 o’clock A. M. of Monday 
after the expiration of 42 days 
from the date of issuance hereof; 
that is to say, at or before, 10 
o'clock A. M. of Monday the 15th 
day of June, 1959, and answer the 
tition of laintiff in Cause 
umber 113,891, in which Doris 
Richard Geitner is defendant, 
filed in said Court onthe 30th day 
of April, 1959, and the nature of 
which said suit is as follows: 
_ Being an action and prayer for 
judgment in favor of Plaintiff 
and against Defendant for de- 
cree dissolving the bonds of ma- 
trimony heretofore and now 
existing between the said parties; 
Plaintiff alleges cruel treatment 
on the part of Defendant towards 
her of such a nature as to render 
thier further living together as 
husband and wife altogether in- 
supportable; Plaintiff further al- 
leges that no children were born 
as issue of said marriage and no 
community property was accum- 
ulated by the parties; Plaintiff 
further alleges that her maiden 
name was Doris E. Holliday, 
which she wants restored to her, 
and for which she prays judg- 
ment; Plaintiff further prays for 
relief, relief, general and special; 
All of which more fully 
appears from Plaintiff's Original 
Petition on file in this office and 
to which reference is here made; 
If this citation is not served 
within 90 days after date of its 
IV it shall be returned un- 


served. 

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR., 
Clerk of the District Courts of 
Travis County, Texas. 

Issued and given under my 
hand and seal of said Court at 
office in the City of Austin, this 
the 30th x 4 of ro 1959. 


O. T. MA , JR. 
Clerk of the District Courts, 
Travis County, Texas. 
By G. W. BICKLER, Deputy. 


CITATION BY PUBLICATION 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 

TO T. George Miller, Defen- 
dant, in the hereinafter styled 
and numbered cause: 

You are hereby commanded to 
appear before the 126th District 
Court of Travis County, Texas, to 
be held at the courthouse of said 
county in the City of Austin, 
Travis Couty, Texas, at or before 
10 o’clock A. M. of the first Mon- 
day after the expiration of 42 
days from the date of issuance 
hereof; that is te say, at or be- 
fore, 10 o’clock A. M. of Monday 
the 15 day of June, 1959, and 
answer the tition of a 
in Cause umber 113,283, in 
which Florence Catherine Miller 
is Plaintiff and T. George Miller 
is defendant, filed in said Court 
on the 6th day of March, 1959, 
and the nature of which said suit 
is as follows: 

Being an action and prayer for 
judgment in favor of Plaintiff 
and against Defendant for decree 
of divorce dissolving the bonds of 
matrimony heretofore and now 
existing between said parties; 
Plaintiff alleges cruel treatment 
on the part of Defendant towards 
her of such nature as to render 
their further living together as 
man and wife altogether insup- 
portable; Plaintiff further alleges 
that no community property was 
accumulated durin said said 
marriage; that one child was born 
of said union, that Plaintiff 
should be awarded its care, cus- 
tody and control and that defen- 
dant should be required to contri- 
bute the sum of .00 per month 
toward the support of said child 
until it reaches the age of 18 
years; and for which Plaintiff 
prays judgment; Plaintiff further 
prays for relief, general and 


special; 

All of which more _ fully 
appears from Plaintiff's Original 
Petition on file in this office and 
to which reference is here made; 

If this citation is not served 
within 90 days after date of its 
issuance, it shall be returned un- 


served. 

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR., 
Clerk of the District Courts of 
Travis Couty, Texas. 

Issued and given under my 
hand and the seal of said Court 
at office in the City of Austin, 








this the 27th day of ril, 1959. 
©. F. MARTIN, R. 
Clerk of the District Courts, 


Travis County, Texas. 
By G. W. BI Deputy. 


CITATION BY PUBLICATION 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 


TO Valentin Almendarez, De- 
fendant, in the hereinafter styled 
and numbered cause: 

You are hereby commanded to 
appear before the 126th District 

ourt of Travis County, Texas, 
to be held at the courthouse of 
said county in the City of Austin, 
Travis County, Texas, at or be- 
fore 10 o’clock A. M. of the first 
Monday after the expiration of 
42 days from the date of issuance 
hereof; that is to say, at or be- 
fore, 10 o’clock A. M. of Monday 
the 15th day of June, 1959, and 
answer the tition of plaintiff 
in Cause umber 110997, in 
which Otilia Almendarez is 
defendant, filed in said court on 
the 3rd day of July, 1958, and the 
nature of which said suit is as 
follows: 

Being an action and prayer for 
judgment in favor of Plaintiff 
and against Defendant for decree 
of divorce dissolving the bonds 
of matrimony heretofore and now 
existing between said parties; 
Plaintiff alleges cruel treatment 
on the part of Defendant towards 
her of such a nature as to render 
their further living together as 
husband and wife altogether in- 
supportable; Plaintiff further al- 
leges that two children, born of 
said union, are now living with 
Plaintiff, who is the proper per- 
son to have the care, custody and 
control of said children, and that 
defendant should be required to 
contribute a proper sum for the 
support of said children until 
they each reach the age of eight- 
een years; and for which plaintiff 
prays judgment; Plaintiff further 
prays for possession of the house- 
hold and kitchen furniture ac- 
cumulated during said marriage; 
for costs of suit and relief, gen- 
eral and special; 

All of which more fully 
appears from Plaintiff's Original 
Petition on file in this office and 
to which reference is here made 
for all intents and purposes; 

If this citation is not served 
within 90 days after date of its 
issuance, it shall be returned un- 


served. 

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR., 
Clerk of the District Courts of 
Travis County, Texas. 

Issued and given under my 
hand and the seal of said Court 
at office in the City of Austin, 
this the 29th day of April, 1959. 


Be TIN, JR., 
Clerk of the District Courts, 
Travis County, Texas. 
By G. W. BICKLER, Deputy. 


CITATION BY PUBLICATION 
THE STATE OF TEXAS 


TO Robert Milligan, Defend- 
ant, in the hereinafter styled and 
numbered cause: 

You are hereby commanded to 
appear before the 126th District 
Court of Travis County, Texas, 
to be held at the courthouse of 
said county in the City of Austin, 
Travis County, Texas, at or be- 
fore 10 o'clock A. M. of the first 
Monday after the expiration of 
42 days from the date of issuance 
hereof; that is to say, at or be- 
fore, 10 o’clock A. M. of Monday 
the 15th day of June, 1959, and 
answer the tition of plaintiff 
in Cause umber 113,760, in 
which Elizabeth Thompson Mil- 
ligan is Plaintiff and Robert Mil- 
ligan is defendant, filed in said 
Court on the 16th day of April, 
1959, and the nature of which 
said suit is as follows: 

Being an action and prayer for 
judgement in favor of Plaintiff 
and against Defendant or decree 
of divorce dissolving the bonds 
of matrimony heretofore and now 
— between said parties; 
Plaintiff alleges cruel treatment 
on the part of Defendant towards 
her of such a nature as to render 
their further living together as 
husband and wife altogether in- 
supportable; Plaintiff further al- 
leges that four children were 
born of said union, all of said 
children being under the age of 
sixteen years; said children are 
living with Plaintiff, who is the 
proper person to be awarded 
their custody and control and for 
which she prays judgment; Plain- 
tiff further alleges that a refrig- 
erator, washing machine and gas 
stove were acquired during their 
marriage, which _ should be 
awarded to Plaintiff and for 
which she prays judgment; Plain- 
tiff further prays for relief, gen- 
eral and special; and for costs of 


suit; 

All of which more fully appears 
from Plaintiff's Original Petition 
on file in this office and to which 
reerence is here made; 

If this citation is not served 
issuance, it shall be returned un- 
within 90 days after date of its 
served. 

, O. T. MARTIN, JR., 
Clerk of the District Courts of 
Travis County, Texas. 

Issued and given under my 
hand and the seal of said Court 
at office in the City of Austin, 
this the 29th day o: Api, 1959. 

©. TIN, ‘ 

Clerk of the District Courts, 


Travis County, Texas. 
By G. W. ICKEER, Deputy. 
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